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PAET X. 


REPORT BY THE SETTLEMENT 
REGULAR RE -SETTLEMENT OP 
ELEVEN PERGUNNAHS. , 


OFFICER, MR. J. C. PRICE, ON THE 
THE MAJNAMUTA ESTATE, COMPRISING 


1. I deem it right, before entering upon the details of the 
re-settlement, to furnish a history of the estate. It is said to be ascer- 
tained from certain papers, which are described as the “ Analysis of 
the Revenue of Bengal, by Mr. Chief Sheristadar Grant,” that the 
* The note (appendix l) Fouzdaryof Ilidgellee * was first dismembered 
from the Soobah of Orissa and annexed to that 
of Bengal in the reign of Shah Jehan. Hid- 
gellee at that time apparently contained 28 
pergunnahs, which in 1707 A.D. (or Wilaity 
1115) yielded a yearly revenue of R 9 . 3,41,384, 
exclusive of the salt mehal, which was then 
valued at Rs. 43,565 only. Later, several accessions were made to 
what had come to be called the chuckla of Ilidgellee, which com- 
prised 38 pergunnahs in 1135 A.S. (1728, A.D.) ; all united in the single 
zemindary trust of Sukdeo, and yet sub-divided into five portions, 
denominated Jellamuta, Doro Dumnan, Mahisadul, Toomooluok, and 
Sujamuta. The ausil jumma or crown rent from 1135 to 1172 A.S. 
(1728 to 1765 A.D.) of the chuckla of Hidgellee was Rs 4,77,947, 
and the nimkee or salt mehal yielded Rs. 43,385. Apparently all five 
sub-divisions were comprised in what was called the Circar Maljeteah. 


annexed to this report will 
show what pergunnahs 
were originally said to be 
contained in the tract of 
country called Imr»*llee 
(Ilidgellee) in the old re- 
coids extant in the Midna- 
pore ^'ollectorate. 


Division 

and Pergunnahs. 

I.— Jellamuta ( Luckhinarain ). *Rs. 


Ausil jum- 
ma of 1135. 


r 

Pergunuah Jellamuta 

... 36,5171 




Keorainal 

... 65,146 



)) 

Dacanraal 

... 13,246 | 

Ob 

a> 


99 

Rakory 

7,363 l 

IQ 


99 

Bahadurpore ... 

... 11,959 r 

§ 


9f 

Gaomesh 

598 

i-T 


99 

Noy chuck Bazar 

958 | 



99 

Wyhatgurra 

808 J 


f 

Balshahi 

... 

1,308") 

lO 

'l 

Hi r cool 

... 

6,928 ! 

§ 


Agrajoor 


... 4,173 f 

«T 

t 

M irgoda 


2,916 J 

09 


Bhogrye Ci 

rear Masonry ... 

... ll,6ol 



Total of Jellamuta 

... 1,64,224 



In the margin I have given 
the names of the pergun- 
nahs which constituted the 
two sub-divisions of Jella- 
muta (Luckhinarain) and 
Doro Dumnan (Jadabram) ; 
which have come under re- 
settlement. Before going 
further, however, I wish to 
quote from a letter written 
on the 13th October by- 
Mr. Crommelin, the Collec- 
tor of Hidgellee, in 1812 — 
“ Sekunder Pulwan, the 
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Division Ausiijum- elder brother of Musnund 

and rergunnalis. ma ot 1135. A1 . pl i i • i i i • 

All Shall, who is held in 
Ii.—Doro Burnt, an (Jadairam). Bs. the highest veneration in 

f Fergunuali Mnjuamutan 62,919 these parts, is Said to have 

Arwamuta 15,738 conquered the whole of the 

4 „ Kusba Hidgellee ... 2,136 Hidgellee district between 

I ;; hSSES (apparently 1,081 the years 012 and 952 

•g the pu'Sent Nyabad) ... 466 Wilaity (1505 aild 1545 

6 ;; 2£S£S (not t r ettble) %£ A.D.) for his brother. After 

.§ „ Aimrabad «19 his death, which happened 

* : S millil Wilaity (lOSM-D.), 

Slupore and J ellasore . . . 2,798 Musnund All, *iiO Was a 

m . a - ~ ~ . . holy man and no warrior, 

Total cf Doro Dumnan .. 1,27,481 (sic.) x ’ 

understanding that the 

King had ordered a largo 
force to be sent against him, is reported n 902 Wilaity (1555 A.l>.) 
to have buried himself alive, llis son, Bahadoor (Jawu, made his 
peace at Court, and was regularly confirmed in the- possession of 
the district in 963 Wilaity (1556 A.D.) . lie had a dewan named Bheem 
Sen Mohapatra, who had also been the dewan of his father Musnund 
Ali. This man had in his service Kistna Panda, a Brahmin, for his 
cook, and a man named Issory Patnaik, who acted as his sircar, 
keeping the accounts of his private expenses. Bheem Sen Mohapatra 
is stated at a very advanced period of life to have sunk himself with 
•Note.- A permanently. ^ is whole family in a large tank in Bahirimuta ;* 
settled pergimnah in and on his death Kistna Panda and Issory 
Hidgellee. Patnaik, in concert with Zeil Cawn, a son-in-law 


Total cf Doro Dumnan .. 1,27,481 (sic.) 


of Musnund Ali, preferred complaints against Bahadoor Cawn to the 
King, who ordered him to be imprisoned about 970 W. (1563 A.D.) . Zeil 
Cawn then became possessed of the district, but lost it again in 980 W. 
(1573 A.D.) in consequence of Bahadoor Cawn having regained his 
liberty and his authority. On the death of Bahadoor Cawn, about the 
year 990 W. (1583 A.D.), Kistna Panda and Issory Patnaik had 
influence enough to procure grants from the King, respectively, of 
certain pergunnahs in the district, which (probably with some 
trifling variations) now form the separate zemindaries of Jellamuta 
and Majnamuta.” 


2. Issory Patnaik got possession of the Majnamuta zemindary 
in 991 A.S. (1584 A.D.). He died in 1020 A.S. (1613 A.D.), leaving 
two sons, the elder of whom, Jagamohun Choudhry, succeeding his 
father, died in 1040 A.S. (1633 A.D.) . Jagamohun had two wives, 
and two sons by each wife ; the elder son of his first wife, by name 
Dwarkan&th Das, succeeded him, and died in 1050 A.S. (1643 A.D.). 
Instead of being succeeded by his eldest son, Kripanidhi Choudhry, 
he was followed by his half-brother, Raikishore Choudhry, who 
forcibly took possession of the zemindary to the exclusion of his 
nephew, and held it till his death in 1100 A.S. (1693 A.D.) , when 
he was succeeded by his only son Bhnpati Roy, who died 1145 A.S. 
(1738 A.D.). Bhupati Roy having no male issue was succeeded by 
his grandson, the son of a daughter by a second wife, whose name 
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was Parbati Charan Roy. He died in 1152 A.S. (1745 A.D.), and 
was succeeded, it is said, owing to the influence of Mustapha Khan 
with the Nawab of Moorshedabad, by Jadabram Roy, the grandson of 
Dwarkanath Das, by his eldest son Kripanidhi Choudhry ; the property 
thereby reverting to th£ possession of the representative of the elder 
line, whose undoubted right to the zemindary had been all this time 
kept in wrongful abeyance. Jadabram dying in 1187 A.S (1780 A.D.) 
was succeeded by his eldest son Kuamarain Roy, who dying in 1190 
A.S. (1783 A.D.) was succeeded by his only son Joynarain Roy, who, 
dying without issue, was succeeded in 1192 A.S. (1785 A.D.) by his step- 
mother, the second wife of his father, Rani Sugandha. She died in 
1210 A.S.*' (1803 A.D.). and the succession became an object of the most 
determined litigation. The Sudder Dewanny Adawlut acknowledged 
and confirmed the rights of Shamaprasad Nandi, the son of Bishen- 
priamani, Jadabram’s daughter by his second wife ; of Ananda Lai 
Choudhry, Nand Lai Choudhry, Modhusudun Choudhry, and Gunga 
Narain Choudhrj r , the four sons of Haripriamani, Jadabram’s 
daughter by his third wife ; and of Luckhinarain Roy, son of Kuchal- 
lalmani, Ilaripriamani’s daughter. These were the proprietors in 
1836, when Mr. Ricketts wrote of Majnamuta in the following terms: 
<k That name,” he says, “ cannot be new to the Board; the great 
Majnamuta estate appears to have occupied the attention of the 
superior revenue authorities and the Government more than any 
tract of equal extent in British India. The property, in consequence 
of the recusance of the proprietors, was let in farm or held khas from 
the period of the Decennial Settlement till 1826, when it was deter- 
mined to measure and settle that portion of the whole estate comprised 
in Majnamuta, Balijora, Sarifabad, Amirabad, and Nyabad, under 
the rules of Regulation VII of 1822. This task occupied between four 
and five years, was at length, after most voluminous proceedings and 
correspondence, completed, reported, and, with certain exceptions and 
reservations, approved. In August 1831 the proprietors, after upwards 
of 30 years’ dispossession, accepted the terms offered, and engaged. 
Within two months the inundation of October 1831 swept the greater 
portion of the estate. The zemindars requested that the lease might 
be cancelled ; khas management was resumed ; and all the pains, trouble, 
and expense incurred in the settlement were rendered altogether 
unavailing. The storms of 6th October 1832 and May 1833, and 
especially the latter, completed the devastation ; there are now large 
tracts without an inhabitant ; the soil and that injured alone remains.” 
I wish to quote in addition the words used by the Commissioner, 
(Mr. Mills) in 1845 — “ Kusba Hidgellee suffered the most, Doro Dum- 
nan the next greatest injury, and the loss of life and property 
was most deplorable ; houses were washed down, tanks poisoned, 
bunds swept away, and the greater part of the land was impregnated 
with salt. The ascertained destruction of life was stated at 2,472 
human beings and 17,927 head of cattle. All the local officers are 
unanimous in stating that the resources of the estate at large have 
not yet fully recovered from the disastrous effects of these visitations of 
Providence.” 
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3. Having in the foregoing paragraph given a brief description 
of the several proprietors who succeeded to 
the possession of the estate down to 1836, 
I wish to go back again to the time of the Per- 
manent Settlement, and to explain the manner 
in which the property was managed down to 
the year when Mr. Ricketts wTote. Sugandlia 
Rani refused the permanent settlement of her 
estate when it was offered to her, and it was 
either let in farm in hudahs or detached 
portions, or held khas from her time till 
1 238 A. S . ( 1 83 1 A. D . ) . The C( dlectidns durin g 
the various terms included in this interval are 
given in the margin. These sums represent 
the net proceeds after payment of malikana, 
collection expenses, and other items. During 
this interval also the Government, on the 
consideration that it enjoyed the exclusive 
privilege of manufacturing salt, at first granted 
a money allowance from the treasury under 
the name of moshahera to the excluded zemin- 
dars. In 1196 A.S. (1789 A.D.) a further 
addition was made as compensation for salt 
profits. Besides these two allowances the 
proprietors were in the receipt of what was 
called mutkar , another name for malikana ; 
the total sum on account of all these items 
amounting in 1200 A.S. (1793 A.D.) to 

Rs. 23,847 Ida. 19y. 2 k. In that year the authorities intended to make 
a permanent settlement of the entire Majnamuta estate, giving the 
proprietors one-eleventh of the estimated net proceeds ; the deficiency 
in the proposed allowances, in comparison with those ’which they 
had hitherto enjoyed, being made up to them by cash payments in the 
Salt Department. The proprietors refused the Permanent Settlement, 
but still received Rs, 24,071 6a. 9/;. l/»\, the nankar or malikana being 
Rs. 9,320 12 a. 17 y 2k. and the salt allowance Rs. 14,750 12^. 9y. In 
1238 A.S. (1831 A.D.) the proprietors engaged for the five pergunnahs 
aforementioned settled by Mr. Wyatt, receiving both mosliahera as 
well as salt profits ; in 1241 A.S. <(1834 A.D.) they were excluded 
from engagement, as will be seen hereafter, and payment of profits 
was dhcontinued. 

4. In 1239 A.S (1832 A.D.), 1240 A.S. (1833 A.D.), 1241 A.S. 
(1834 A.D.), 1242 A.S. (1835 A.D.) nine pergunnahs of the estate were 
managed khas, two remaining in farm : khas management, how- 
ever, proved unsuccessful. In 1243 A.S. (1836 A.D.) the proprietors 
were put in possession of all the pergunnahs save the two farmed, 
receiving malikana at 20 per cent, for s6me pergunnahs, at 30 per cent, 
for others, and the jumrnas of all the pergunnahs being progressive. 
The share of one recalcitrant proprietor was firmed out to his co- 
parceners. In 1244 A.S. (1837 A.D.) the farmer of Naruamuta 



Rs. 

A. 

P. 

1189 to 1197 

82,853 

7 

2* 

1198 

80,339 

1 


1199 to 1201 

80,211 16 Ilf 

1202 

94.253 

0 

8 

1203 

94,867 13 

6* 

1204 

96,457 

7 

1 

12U5 

96,078 

1 

84 

1*206 

96,106 10 10 

12137 

96,114 

2 

4* 

12°S to 1216 

1,03,457 

1 

2f 

1217 to 1226 

1,12,036 

8 

6 

1227 

1,03,024 12 

8* 

122:? & 1229 

J, 03, 039 11 ll£ 

1230 

1,01,386 

3 

74 

1231 

1,01,620 

3 Ilf 

1232 

1,01,520 

8 


1233 

1,09,986 11 

74 

1234 

1 ,0.\986 

15 

7* 

1235 

1,10 917 

8 

1 

1236 

1,19,342 

0 

H 

1237 

1,20,338 

8 

34 

1238 

1,55.554 

3 

5 

1239 

l,t 1,555 

2 


1240 

1,60^8 

2 

24 

1241 

66,731 

4 

64 

1242 

75.634 

4 

64 

1243 

63,358 

6 

74 

1244 

96,363 

3 

74 

1245 

95,567 

3 

74 

1246 

1.06,2*4 

13 

H 

1217 

1,08,813 

6 

84 

1248 

1,17,025 

1 

2 

1249 

1,27,822 

13 1< h 

1250 

1,26,398 10 

‘4 

1251 

1,27,747 

5 

44 

1252 

1,17,071 

5 

9 




committed default in payment of revenue, and the pergunnah was made 
over to the proprietors. In 1247 A.S. (1840 A. 1).) the crops on the 
estate suffered extensively from drought, and a fourth part of the 
jumma had to be remitted. In 1248 A. S. (1841 A.D.) the farmer of Kusba 
Hidgellee failed to mtfke good his payments ; an elaborate enquiry into 
the resources of the pergunnah was instituted, and finally the proprie- 
tors expressed their willingness to engage. In the same year the 
proprietors committed default in payment ; they claimed remissions on 
account of losses sustained from inundation and drought, but the 
Collector sold the entire estate for arrears of revenue. The Commis- 
sioner cancelled this sale as illegal ; the proprietors paid up a large 
portion of the balances, but again fell into arrears, when their engage- 
ments were revoked under the provisions of section 6 of Kegulation 
IX of 1825. In 1249 A.S. (1842 AD.) the rents of Majna Nyabad, 
Sarifabad, Amirabad, Balijora, and Naruamuta were collected from the 
ryots. Doro Dumnan was leased for five years * * * Kismut Patas- 

pore, Datta Klioroi, and Phibpore were farmed, * * * * and Kusba 
Hidgellee also. In 1201 A.S. (1844 A.D.) Balijora, Amirabad, Sarifabad 
Nyabad, and Majnamuta were let in farm for four years, Naruamuta 
remaining khas. In 1251 A.S. (1844 A .D.) the farmers of Datta 
Klioroi, kismut Shibpore, and kismut Pataspore became defaulters to a 
large amount ; but it having been ascertained that the farming jumma 
was ruinously high, the lease was continued on the understanding that 
the jumma w T ould be revised, and the demand fixed with retrospective 
effect on the ba^s of the information that would be obtained 
during the settlement proceedings that were then in progress. From 
1252 A.S. (1845 A.D.) eifect was given to the provisions of 
the last regular settlement that was made of this estate ; the 
farming jumma was re-calculated on the basis of the information 
supplied thereby, and a deduction of 20 per cent, was made for 
expenses of collection. 

5. This settlement, which I may mention is the only real settlement 
that has ever been effected of the Majnamuta estate, was begun in 1841 
and was completed in 1845. Mr. Grote, as Superintendent of Settle- 
ment, supervised the work of 11 Deputy Collectors, to whom were 
allotted two or more of the 21 perguunahs contained in the two 
estates of Majnamuta and Jellamuta ; the last-mentioned estate 
having come under settlement also. 


Majnamuta 


Amiiabad. 

Halijora. 

Doro Duinnan. 
Diitta Khuroi. 
Kismut Patnspoic. 
„ sliipoic. 


in 1845 • comprised the 11 pergunnahs noted 
in the margin, interspersed among those of 
Jellamuta. Their united area was bighas 
8, 07, 703-9, 2 bighas from which, after deduction 
of the lands of nankar, transferred to the towji 
of sudder mehals, of khaspatit mehals, and of 


Kusha Hidgellee. 

Majnamuia. 

Naiuamura. 


other similar estates, there remained bighas 
3,25,1 10-8-6 to be actually accounted for. The 


Uyabad Majua. 
Saiitabad. 

local bighas 


equivalents in acres of these last mentioned 
, figures is 108,372, in which are included 
59,749-15-15 of jalpai land in the possession 
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of the Salt Agent. The gross assessment of the estate amounted 
to Rs. 2,08,977-6-8f. But of this sum Rs. 59,738-14-Oi were 
obtained from the assessment after resumption of akhrajat, nankar, 
naziran, junglebooree, chowkidars’ jaghir, and other rent-free tenures, 
or tenures held on a peshkush or pepper-ooin rent. No part of 
the assets of the settlements of antecedent periods was derived 
from this source. The allowances to be deducted from the mofussil 


assets amounted in some pergunnahs, or rather localities, to Rs. 40, in 
others to Rs. 35 per cent.; the sudd erjumma then became Rs. 1,16,214; 
a further deduction had to be made for chowkidars’ wages, amounting 
to Rs. 7,811-8 and the remainder, Rs. 1,08,402-8-5^, was the revenue 


derived from the estate. The jummas, which were progressive from 
Rg 1252 to 1274 A.S. (1845 to 1867 A.D.), are 

s. a. p. detailed ' m the margin, and show that the 
1253 .*.’! i,?8,6oo 2 if maximum in 1260 A.S. (1853 A.D.) was less than 
1254 ... i ’, 04,355 li 2i the collections made in 1250 and 1251 A.S (1843 

1256 !!. 106 249 12 64 an( t 1844 A.D.), and far below the collections in 

1257 iWJm ii 54 1237 and 1238 A.S (1830 and 1831 A D.), which 

I 259 ::: ijoBjm I l| ^ ere R . s * 1.28,334-5-7 and Rs. 1,52,737, respeo- 
1260 V’ ’ ’ 4 tively, in sicca rupees. The principal circumstance 

1274 ) ’ 1,08,402 8 6 * which tended to diminish in 1845 A.D. the revenue 

of the estate was the excess of the allowances then 


made over those which were thought sufficient formerly. Mr. Wyatt in 
1832 allowed only 20 per cent, malikana and 7 per cent, collection 
expenses ; in 1200 A.S. (1793 A.D.) malikana at the rate of 10 per cent, 
was awarded ; whereas in 1243 A.S. (1*36 A.D.) Mr. Ricketts thought 
that 30 per cent, was not excessive for some pergunnahs, the others 
being limited to 20 per cent. The tendency of the age seems to 
have been gradually to increase the proprietors’ allowances ; and when 
it is remembered that, whereas the gross assets in 1845 A.D. gained an 
addition of more than Rs. 50,000, the net revenue still was considerably 
below what it used to be, the real effect of the great indulgence 
granted to the zemindar will be strikingly apparent. 


7. With regard to statistics, I shall state that the estate in 1815 
A.D. comprised 1,004 villages. The population was said to number 
about 85,000 only ; 40,000 of whom were men, 25,000 women, and the 
rest children ; -fgths were Hindoos ; y tT tks were Moslems. It was 
said that y F ths knew how to read and write Bengali, and T \ths 
had the same knowledge with regard to Uriya. There were 200 
patshalas, but it is observed that within the meaning of the word 
patshala was reckoned every place where two or three youths collected 
round a Brahmin to learn to read the Shasters. An Anglo-vernacular 
school was much needed. The most common ailments and diseases 
were elephantiasis, cholera, small-pox, and disordered spleen. 


8. The principal features of the Majnamuta settlement are that 
in Naruamuta the jungle covered the greater portion of the per- 
gunnah. Throughout the estate the greater portion of the culturable 
land was left unassessed. Some of it no doubt had been purposely 
put or left out of cultivation with intent to impose on the Settlement 
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Officer, but the greater portion had been extensively injured by salt- 
water inundations. 

9. Mr. Bay ley’s settlement of Majnamuta was to have a term 
of 24 years from 1250 to 1274 A.S. ; and the jumma, as will have been 
noticed, was progressh% till 1260 A.S. (1856 A.D.), when it reached 
its maximum amount, Its. 1,08,402-8-5^. In 1851 the proprietors 
committed default in payment of the revenue, and Mr. Bayley, who 
had become the Collector of the district of Midnapore, brought the estate 
und^r khas management agreeably to the provisions of Act IX of 1825. 
Ibis administration continued for 15 years down to the year 1865, the 
collections being made through the medium of farmers. In 1866 the 
Collector, Mr. Herschel, summarily settled the estate for one year, the 
conditions undergoing no change save in one particular. Hitherto 
the khalari rents due to the proprietors had been included in the sudder 
jumma, and payments made on this account used to be debited to land 
revenue. A sum equivalent to this khalari rent was assessed by 
Mr. Herschel on the waste lands of the estate, and being included in 
the revenue assets, was considered a set off to the khalari rent, pay- 
ment of which was stopped, and the jumma therefore suffered no 
change. The proprietors objected very strongly to this arrangement, 
but were over-ruled. 

10. In 1867, on the expiry of the term of the summary 
settlement, the estate w T as temporarily settled for five years on the same 
conditions as before, pending a regular detailed re-measurement and 
re-assessment which were in contemplation. Proceedings towards this 
re-settlement were not begun by me till January 1874; but as in the 
meantime the term of the five years’ summary settlement had expired, 
the estate had been allowed to remain in the hands of the proprietors, 
on the same conditions as before for an indefinite period, which was to 
terminate with the completion of the present re-settlement proceedings. 
In 1875, however, four of the six proprietors committed default in 
payment of Government revenue, and the estate was brought under 
khas management, and given into my charge. The rents are being 
collected directly from the ryots. The foregoing remarks will have 
sufficiently explained the cause and origin of the present re-settlement. 
The right of Government in the estate in its present condition extends 
to its appropriating as land revenue that portion of the gross assets 
which remains after deduction of malikana in favour of the proprietors. 

I now proceed to give the details, of re- settlement. 


Boundaries. 


11. The Majnamuta estate. 


Doro Dumnan. 
Majnamuta. 
Kismut Shipore.) 
Darta Khoroi. 
Ralijoia. 
Amirabad. 


Majna Nyabad. 
Saniabad 
Naruamuta. 
Kismut l ataspore. 
Kusba Hidqellee. 


consisting of the 11 pergunnahs 
noted in the margin, is contained 
in three blocks or detached portions. 
One block, made up of the single 
pergunnah of Doro Dumnan, is 
bounded on the north, east, and 
south by the river Hooghly, and on 
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the west by permanently-settled pergunnahs Kasimnagar and Maisa- 
* Permanently-settled dul. second block, consisting of the next nine 

(ier?uiinahs. ‘ marginally noted pergunnahs, is bounded on the 

peitni I iinah? ,arily S<Jfctled north by the river Rasulpore, and by pergunnahs 
X I'enrunnahs of the Bhuniamuta,* RujamutaJ* Bajarpore,* and 
SCttled estate Pataspore ;t on the east partly by the Bay of 
Bengal and tLe river Hooghly, and partly by 
taraf Erinch on the south partly by pergunnah Kalindi Balshahi J 
and partly by the Bay of Bengal ; and on the west by pergunnahs 
Khalsa Bhograi.J Shipore,* Egra,* Paharpore,J Pataspore, t and 
Pratapbhan.* The third and last block is made up of the 11th 
pergunnah Kusba Hidgellee, and is bounded on the north by taraf 
Bisuan on the east partly by taraf Bisuan and partly by the Bay of 
Bengal ; on the south by the Bay of Bengal ; and on the west by the 
river Rasulpore. 

It is not to be supposed that these blocks contain only land belong- 
ing to the estate. In them are situated 1,0:43 villages belonging to 
Majnamuta, and 137 entire villages belonging to other estates, both 
temporarily as well as permanently settled. Some villages of a per- 
gunnah of the estate are quite detached from the remaining villages 
of that pergunnah ; they then lie either in a compact block or are 
scattered in other pergunnahs of the estate, or in pergunnahs of the 
Jellamuta estate, which is also under re-settlement. Occasionally a 
pergunnah, Sarifabad for instance, is made up of villages composed of 
fields interspersed among the fields of the villages of other pergunnahs 
of the estate. The fields in some villages of a pergunnah of the estate 
will be found interspersed with the fields of villages belonging to 
the Jellamuta estate. Some villages of the estate consist wholly 
of revenue-paying (mal) land, others contain the three kinds of 
mal, lakhiraj and resumed lakhiraj, whether of petty tenures or of 
independent estates, bearing a separate number on the rent-roll 
of the district ; all almost inextricably intermixed within the village 
area. 


Boundary Disputes. 

(a) There were seven disputes regarding boundaries in connection 
with the lands of other estates. The disputed area amounted to 
170b. 7c. 11^6., of which 1016. 17c. b\b. were assigned to the estate, 
and 68£>. 10c. Ob. assigned to other estates — either Jellamuta (tempora- 
rily-settled) or Dantamuta, Egrachor, Bahirimuta, and Dacanmal 
(permanently-settled). Besides these there were four disputes regard- 
ing the boundaries of two adjoining pergunnahs of the estate itself 
The area of land involved in such disputes was 87 b. 15c. 9 b . ; the 
pergunnahs concerned being Datta Khoroi, kismut Pataspore, Balijora, 
Sarifabad, and Majnamuta. The disputes regarding boundaries of 
villages in the same pergunnah, or regarding the boundaries of hold- 
ings in one and the same village, were innumerable, but are not worthy 
of any speoial mention here. 
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System of Measurement. 

12. There were only non-professional ameens employed in the 
survey of the estate, and they followed generally the system of 
measurement partially # described in section 3 of chapter XX of the 
Board’s rules, a few modifications being introduced to secure pre- 
sumably more accurate results. Of course the Government standard 
of six feet was used, 20 of which in length by 20 in breadth make 
a standard bigha of 14,400 square feet. More correctly speaking, a 
chain 30 feet long was used by the ameens. The local standard of 
measure is 7 feet 10^ inches long, 20 of which by 16 in breadth 
make a local biglia, containing 19,845 square feet. After the areas of 
fields were computed in standard bighas they were reduced to local 
bighas, to enable application of the local rates to be made, and to 
render the measurements intelligible to the ryots, who professed 
inability to understand what was meant by the phrase “ Government 
standard bigha.” An additional column was inserted in the chittahs 
or schedules where the area in local bighas of each field was shown. 

{a) Calculation of areas in acres was made only for the sake of 
comparison with former recorded acreage, or with present professional 
survey acreage. Wherever any marked difference from the area 
of the former settlement was noticed, the most careful local enquiries 
were made to reconcile discrepancies. The difference from professional 
survey areas resulted for the most part from the thakbust survey 
department, whose plans the professional survey followed, having 
taken other than the real boundaries of villages. The settlement 
department took the boundary which the papers of the former settle- 
ment showed was the correct boundary, and which the ryots in occupa- 
tion of the land involved in the difference between settlement and 
survey (thakbust) demarcations pointed out to be such. In the absence 
of disputes this was the best guide that the settlement department 
could have. 

(b) To ensure accuracy in computing areas of individual fields 
on the part of the ameens their statements were compared with a 
certain percentage of areas calculated by a professional computor 
using the talc square on the ameen’s village plan. In every case the 
aggregate area of the fields of a village was compared with the area 
of that village professionally computed. 

(c) In places where cultivation had not extended, where land 
lay fallow, or there was jungle ;*in fact, wherever field embankments 
(iil ssrteT) were not recognized, and cadastral measurements were unne- 
cessary, mehalwar measurements were made ; that is, the outer boun- 
dary of the block of land was surveyed and plotted, the area being 
professionally computed from the plan. A similar course was adopted 
where the whole or any portion of the area of a village had not 
come under re-settlement, such as lakhiraj, resumed lakhiraj, and the 
like ; and where the block was of some extent, the land not being 
composed of small fields interspersed among the fields of the revenue- 
paying portion of ft the village area. For further information re- 
garding the system of measurement, and the mode of testing the 

2 
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ameen’s work, I beg that a reference be made to paragraph 11 of 
my report on the re-settlement of the Jellamuta estate. The same 
ameens were employed both in Majnamuta and Jellamuta. The 
area of the estate in 1845 was 264,8986. 1 c. 156. 3^. local bighas 
{acreage 120,613-1-12) ; it is now ascertained to be 271,7906. 
7 c. 46. 7 g. (123,921a. Or. 16;;.), or an increase of 6,8926. 5c. 56. 4 g. has 
resulted. This is not a very serious difference. I can explain it in 
no other way than by impugning the accuracy of the former measure- 
ments, which where entirely according to the native system, where the 
plotting of plans was altogether dispensed with. Wherever there was 
jungle the ameens in 1845 made guesses at the area; in the present 
day jungle for the most part has disappeared, and cultivation has 
advanced. The ameens make plans, and are bound to account 
for every plot of land, if for nothing else, for the proper closing up of 
th© village plan. 


Description of the Land. 

1 3. There are two kinds of land in the estate — kala or high land, 
and jal or rice land. The former is sub-divided into bastu or home- 
stead land, and dhasa or high land suitable for the cultivation of 
cold-weather crops. The dhasa has several classifications, such as balu 
dhasa, so called because of the admixture of a considerable modicum 
of sand with the soil ; or such as balu badam, which derives its 
appellation from the peculiar produce which it yields. Dhasa on 
which ordinary cold- weather crops grow is of various degrees of pro- 
ductiveness, and is classified into dhasa awal, dhasa doyam, dhasa 
soyam, the equivalents being first class dhasa, second class dhasa, 
third class dhasa. The dhasa in the estate, and in fact throughout 
Hidgellee, is nowhere of the very best kind of high land ; valuable 
crops such as mulberry and sugarcane are never or very rarely 
grown. The ordinary cold-weather crops which are produced in 
the estate may be thus enumerated — mustard, linseed, cotton, biri, 
flax, radish, brinjals, other native vegetables, melons, pumpkins, cocoa- 
nuts, and betel-leaf. The jal or rice land also is subdivided into 
first, second, and third quality, according to different degrees of 
fertility. It is in comparison wdth the dhasa or high land by no 
means of a generally inferior quality ; in some of the pergunnahs of 
the estate it produces most luxuriant crops of paddy. The land of the 
estate being altogether alluvial is pretty generally of the same level ; 
there is, however, one deviation from this rule in the existence of a 
range of sand hills occasionally rising to the height of 50 feet, running 
through the pergunnahs of Balijora, Majnamuta, Sarifabad, and Kusba 
Hidgellee from east to west, and situated at a distance varying from 
half to four miles from the sea. On the range of sand hills the ryots of 
the villages which contain them have their dwellings, and the land 
where cultivated is generally of the kind called dhasa. It is not 
improbable that in times long past the sea washed tl}e base of these sand 
hills; their origin does not seem to be known with any degree of certainty 
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Vide report on the Re- 
▼euue survey operations of 
the Lower Provinces from 
1st October 1874 to 30th 
September 1 b75. 


A very good description of them is given in the appendix II, which is 
a quotation from appendix No. Ill (geographi- 
cal report) by Major Sconce, Deputy Superintend- 
ent of Revenue Survey. There is very little 
jtmgle in the estate inside the great embankment 
which runs along the sea-shore, and protects the 
land from salt water inundations. There are innumerable tidal rivers 
and salt khalls intersecting the several pergunnahs of the estate, all 
of which also are embanked and in charge of the Department of 
Public Works. Outside the embankments, where the land is subject 
to salt water floodings at time of high water, there is jungle; but it is 
stunted in growth and seldom very dense. Clearances are in progress, 
and in a year or two I hope to see Hidgellee quite free from jungle, where 
at present some wild pigs and a few tigers have their habitation. 
The various salt khalls and tidal rivers serve as drainage channels for 
the country ; to preveut all the rain water flowing off the land into 
which the ryots for tli^ purpose of rice cultivation are obliged to 
construct grambheries or small embankments round their villages. 
Without grambheries cultivation of rice, which is the staple produce, 
could not be carried on in the estate. The drainage of the estate is 
almost perfect ; so well constructed and well arranged is the system of 
embankments both on the sea-shore and along the rivers and khalls. 
Executive Enqmeer of In pergunnah Majnamuta, however, owing to 
the silting up of a khall called the Kantanulla 
khall, it has been found difficult hitherto to keep 
an area of 40 square miles of country from being 
inundated during every rainy season. This 
matter has formed the subject of separate corre- 
spondence as noted in the margin. 


Cnssye Division’s letter 
No. 820, dated 23rd Feb- 
rnaiy 1878, to the address 
of the Collector. 

Settlement Officer's letter 
No. 12, dated 25tli Apnl 
1H78, to the addiess of the 
Collector. 


Bent-free Holdings. 


14. The 


Majnamuta 

Doro Dumuau ... 

Naruamuta 

Knsba Hidgellee 

Bali.jora 

Sarifrtbnd 

Kt. Pataspore ... 

Kt. Shipore 

Datta Kboioi ... 

Amirabnd 

Majna Nyabad ... 

Total 


confirmed rent-free holdings in the estate have an area 
of 40,0136. 13c. 66. contained in 3,686 tenures or 
estates. The area was 40,8276. 15c. 16. 16#. at 
the time of the former settlement ; a decrease of 
8146. lc. 116. 16y. has resulted. Some tenures 
show an increase while others show a decrease, 
which in the gross preponderates. The cause of 
decrease or increase has been ascertained on 
local enquiries to be due to former defective 
measurements ; and it was brought to light that 
the lakhirajdars had not encroached on the mal 
or revenue-paying lands lying adjacent to their 
tenures. 


1,508 

1,163 

258 

158 

127 

65 

213 

53 

121 

18 

12 

3,683 


Lands not fit to be assessed at present. 

15. The land not fit to be assessed is 34,2816. 18c. 36. llg. in 
extent, of which 29J616. 12c. 56. 15g. are described as uncultuTable. 
The unassessed culturable as well as unculturable in the former 
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settlement was 39,9756. 5c. 116. 8^. The decrease in area in this 
kind of land since 1845 is not unsatisfactory, the total extension of 
cultivation being represented by an area of 5,0936. 7c. 76. 17^/. 
Geriahs or small ponds in the estate were left unassessed in the former,* 
and are similarly dealt with now. * 1 

Bates assessed, and mode of assessment. 

16. In the Majnamuta estate are 1 1 pergunnahs some of 
which are detached from the others ; one at least lying at a very con- 
siderable distance apart— Doro Dumnan. Interspersed among the per- 
gunnahs of the Majnamuta estate lie the pergunnahs of the Jellamuta 
estate, also under re-settlement. It often happens that a pergunnah of 
either estate is completety surrounded by pergunnahs of one or other of 
the two estates, no permanently-settled pergunnah being adjacent. In 
such a case the only ground of enhancement of rates that assessments 
can be based upon is the increased productiveness of the soil or 
increased value of produce since the last settement, one or other or 
both having been brought about independently of the agency of 
the ryots. Sometimes, even where a permanently-settled pergunnah 
adjoins, no comparison of the proposed rates with those prevailing in 
the permanently-settled pergunnah has been found possible, because 
6trictly speaking the latter do not exist. Bents are collected on the 
utbandi system, where no regular measurement or assessment of the 
ryots’ holdings has ever been made by the zemindars, and the ryots pay 
whatever they have been in the hahit of paying ; in other words what 
they please. _ Unfortunately there are four such permanently-settled 
pergunnahs either adjoining to or interspersed among the pergunnahs 
of the Majnamuta and Jellamuta estates ; these four are Bahirimuta 
Bhaitgurh, Dacanmal, and Gumgurh. There is indeed some approxi- 
mation in the last mentioned pergunnah to the principle of fixine 
the rent of a holding on the basis of a rate, but this principle in 
Gumgurh has hitherto been but imperfectly worked, and the assess- 
ment of rents there is a very crude operation. However, at least 
four pergunnahs of the Majnamuta estate adjoin permanently-settled 
pergunnahs, where the assessment of rates is made on an intelligible 
and substantial basis. These pergunnahs are Naruamuta, to which 
adjoin permanently-settled pergunnahs Sujamuta and Bajarpore: 
kismut Shipore, to which adjoins permanently-settled pergunnah Shi* 
pore ; Datta Khoroi, to which adjoin 'permanently settled pergunnahs 
Egrachor, Dantamuta, Pratapbhan, and also a temporarily-settled 
pergunnah whose assessment was confirmed and given effect to several 
years ago — Pataspore. Lastly, Kismut Pataspore, to which adjoin 
permanently-settled pergunnahs Pratapbhan, Bajarpore, and tem- 
porarily-settled pergunnah Pataspore. In the case of these four per- 
gunnahs, the selection of rates has been made after careful comparison 
with the rates prevailing for similar kinds of land in the neighbouring 
permanently-settled pergunnahs, and in Pataspore. Calculations 
based on ascertained outturn of produce and value thereof have also 
been applied in three of these four pergunnahs, Naruarauta being 
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excepted ; in demonstration of the validity of the proposed rates, and 
with regard to these four pergunnahs, I trust that Government will see 
no difficulty in confirming my assessments. I may add that in Narua- 
muta almost the entire number of the ryots of all but nine villages — 
there being 81 villages altogether — have signed the jummabundee 
prepared in this office ; in kismut Shipore the ryots of four villages 
of a total of five have all of them signed the jummabundee ; only 89 
ryots of 546 of the fifth village, though they verbally signified assent 
to the assessment, have still unaccountably not come forward to sign the 
jummabundee. In Datta Khoroi a fraction of the ryots have signed; 
and in kismut Pataspore more than half have followed their example. 
In the case of seven pergunnahs of Majnamuta, for reasons already 
given, the only ground of enhancement of rates that has been worked 
upon in the assessment has been increased both in the productiveness of 
the soil and in the value of the produce in comparison with the 
conditions that prevailed 33 years ago. These seven pergunnahs 
are Amirabad, where 34T ryots of a total of 475 have signed the 
jummabundee ; Sarifabad, where the ryots of 15 villages of a total 
of 25 have signed the jummabundee; Majnamuta, where it is said 
one-fifth of the ryots of 427 villages, have signed the jummabundee, 
while others without signing have expressed their willingness to accept 
the new assessment, only a few villages objecting altogether. Doro 
Dumnan, where the ryots of only six villages of a total of 129 villages 
have signed the jummabundee, the others refusing point blank ; Kusba 
Hidgellee, Nyabad Majna, Balijora, where also the ryots altogether 
refuse their consent. There is really no reason why the ryots of 
Balijora should object to the new assessment ; the pergunnah is adjacent 
to Amirabad where the ryots have almost universally accepted it, 
though the average rate Rs. 1-12-3 per bigha of the last mentioned 
pergunnah is actually in excess of the average rates proposed in 
Balijora Rs. 1-11. The proposed rates in each of the 11 per- 
gunnahs have been carefully compared inter $e in this office, and the 
statement (A) I annex will enable Government to institute a like com- 
parison, and to note what rates prevail in the adjacent permanently- 
settled pergunnahs ; even in those where the prevailing rates have not 
been taken into consideration at all in making the present assessment, 
such as Kamarpolin the Diamond Harbour sub-division, Maisadul and 
Kasimnagar, all lying in proximity to Doro Dumnan ; also Dacanmal 
Bhaitgurh, Bahirimuta, and Gujngurh, the last lying contiguous to 
Kusba Hidgellee. The new rates proposed in some of the pergunnahs 
of the Jellamuta estate, such as taraf Bisuan, Nyabad Keoramal 
Paharpore, Errinch, Khalsa Bhograi, Kalindi Balshahi, are also exhibited 
for the sake of a more exhaustive comparison. A general result of the 
comparison, at least with reference to those permanently-settled per- 
gunnahs which assimilate in condition, productiveness of soil and 
extent of cultivation, with the pergunnahs of the Majnamuta estate 
will be that the rates prevailing for all the different kinds of land in 
the former will be seen to be in excess of those proposed for the latter. 
The rates proposed far Jellamuta will be seen to be as nearly on a 
par as possible with those proposed for Majnamuta. 
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(a) I have annexed also a statement* of produce showing the 
* Marked B results ascertained by actual experiment during 

gr the last three years, and the estimate of outturn 

of produce and value thereof made in 1845 in the case of some of the 
11 pergunnahs of the estate. The same di^arity in profit left for 
the ryot that I have already noticed in the assessment of the different 
pergunnahs of the Jellamuta estate is observable here also ; and the 
same general difficulty in explanation thereof arises. In Balijora the 
cause does not appear to lie far to seek ; the productiveness of the 
soil in that pergunnah is greater than elsewhere, the cost of cultivation 
is not heavy, nor is the proposed rate ; the very greatest profit possible 
is left to the ryot. It may be that the years in which the experiments 
were made in Balijora were exceptional years, the crops being very 
plentiful. In Datta Khoroi also the crops are abundant ; and as I 
remarked in the case of the Jellamuta estate the profit left to the 
ryot in a fertile pergunnah, as compared with a less productive per- 
gunnah, is not in exact proportion to the greater productiveness of the 
soil in the former over what it is in the latter ; the profit increases far 
more than what the greater degree of productiveness would seem to 
warrant. In kismut Shipore, where the soil is the poorest of all, the 
profit left to the ryot is only Rs. 1-7-9, actually less than the average 
rate assessed, and yet here nearly all the ryots have accepted the new 
assessment. The clue to this is found in the following characteristic 
peculiar to the ryots of Hidgellee. They will agree to a nominal or a 
very moderate enhancement ; where it is at all considerable they protest 
against it altogether. The rates in kismut Shipore have undergone 
an increase of two annas only, and this the ryots accept; in Majna 
Nyabad where a lower average rate has been assessed, and where the 
profits left to the ryot are considerable, not a single person has come 
forward to accept the assessment, because the enhancement in rates is 
great, and perhaps pnma facie not warranted by the circumstances. 
The average increase in the rates for rice land in Majna Nyabad is 
nine annas. I would draw the attention of my superiors to one fact in 
connection with value of produce which would tend to confirm the 
validity of my assessment. I have throughout Hidgellee, save in Doro 
Dumnan, estimated the price of paddy to be 12 annas only per maund ; 
it is now selling throughout the country for Rs. 2. There is no famine 
or even scarcity at present iB Bengal, nor, so far as I know, is any to 
be apprehended in the future. F<$r ought I know there is no great 
demand for rice in other parts of India either ; yet the price of paddy 
has reached a higher point, I might almost say, than has ever been 
known in Hidgellee. I think it is most unlikely that the price will ever 
fall so low as 12 annas again ; the opinion current amongst those who 
can speak with some degree of authority on the subject is that it will 
never again fall below Re. 1. 


Bunkur. f 

17. There is no revenue derived from woods or groves. 
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Fisheries. 

18. The revenue derived from fisheries assessed in~’six of the 11 
pergunnahs of the estate is Its 437-8, as compared with R 3 . 788-12-7£, 
the figures of the former settlement. There is noticed a very great 
decrease in the revenue of the fisheries in two of the six ) pergunnahs, 
and this is due to the abandonment of the sea or Hooghly river 
fisheries. 


Rent-roll. 

19. The assets under each head are given in the statement (O) 
showing the former and present areas and jummas assessed thereon. 
The gross assets of 1845 were Rs. 1,84,124-5-4^; they have become 
Rs. 2,59,770-1-7. An increase of Rs. 75,645-12-2f . or 41 per cent., 
has resulted. The propo&ad jumma is not primd facie excessive for 
271,790^. 7c. 4 b. 7g. of land. The causes of the increase in jumma are 
not far to seek. The estate is now perfectly protected from all damage 
by salt water inundations or excessive rainfall. The massive embankments 
erected and maintained by the Department Public Works along the 
sea-shore and along the larger tidal khalls inland effectually keep out 
salt water ; the various sluices in these embankments afford an outlet 
for all superfluous rain water. The estate may suffer from drought, 
but as a whole it is safe from all inundation of any kind. In 1845 
on the contrary, the protection afforded was of the most meagre kind] 
the sea-dyke was not high enough to keep out the sea water 
and the lands were periodically submerged. Since 1864, that is 
since the Hidgellee embankments were raised and strengthened, there 
has been no irruption of the sea into Hidgellee. Another cause for the 
increase in jumma of the estate, besides the increased productiveness 
of the soil, is increase in value of produce. As I write, paddy is actually 
selling in Hidgellee for so much as Rs. 2 a maund. 


Number of inhabitants. 

20. There are in the estate 32,489 men, 33,072 women, 17,735 
boys under 12 years of age, 15,451 girls under 12 years of age. 
There are 18,106 cows, 431 buffaloes, 9,296 sheep, 4,603 goats, 278 
horses and ponies, 26 asses, and 252 pigs. The Contai sub-divisional 
head-quarters are situated in the estate— where there is a Magistrate’s 
court, a Moonsif s court, a police station, an Executive Engineer’s 
office, and a Government aided school. There are everywhere patshalas 
in the estate where Bengali and Uriya are taught. 


Resumption of Rent-fee Holdings. 

21. No proceedings were taken in this re-settlement to resume 
rent-free holdings. 
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There are 9,967 petty, formerly resumed rent-free, holdings or 
tenures in the estate, assigned in the margin to 
the different pergunnahs to which they belong. 
They altogether cover an area of 60,521 6. 
19c. 136. 15^. yielding a half rental of 

Rs. 25,252-8-7?. The former area was 61,3616. 
186*. 126. V2g. assessed in 1844 with a half 
rental assessment of Rs. 25,180-8-8. Some hold- 
ings show an increase in area, and others a decrease, 
which latter in the gross preponderates. The 
difference in the half rental is owing to the 
assessment in this re-settlement of land left uu- 
assessed, because uncultivated at the time of the last settlement. 

Different Classes of Ryots. 

22. There are three classes of ryots the estate— khoodkhast, 
or resident ryots, 17,996 in number, who cultivate lands in the 
villages in which they reside ; paikast, or non-resident, that is, 
who live in villages other than those the lands of which they 
cultivate, and who have been in occupation of their holdings 
for 12 years or more, 17,183 in number; both the aforesaid classes 
have rights of occupancy, the latter under the law ; paikast ryots 
who have not held for 12 years, and who have acquired no rights 
of occupancy, 1,372 in number. With regard to the rights of 
occupancy ryots the law is clear from the time of the last settlement ; 
also a fixed and settled status has been assigned to them. They cannot 
be ousted from their holdings even on account of an arrear of rent, 
except through the medium of the courts, nor can their rents be 
enhanced during the period of this re-settlement. They have a 
prescriptive right to sell or otherwise transfer their holdings ; they can 
also cut down all trees growing in their holdings that may have been 
planted by themselves. As there is no timber in Hidgellee, nor indeed 
any large trees, the concession of this privilege does not mean much. 

I think, following the precedent of the Kalianpore settlement, which 
was confirmed by the Board by their letter noted in the margin, 
No I9A dated nth ^ a ^ s0 s ^ ou ^ ^e conceded to the non-occupancy 
January 1875, to the ad- rjots that their rents should not be enhanced 
drehs of the Commissioner, d U ring the term of this re- settlement ; it is said 
memo! andum No. 648 of that they can be ousted when an arrear accrues, 
the 20 th idem. but in case of dispute of the existence of such 

arrear, I think an ouster should be made only through the intervention 
of the civil courts. Non-occupancy ryots cannot cut down the trees 
growing in their holdings, but the alienation of their holdings has 
most certainly been practised by them since the last settlement. 
To all intents and purposes the paikast ryots of Hidgellee, who have not 
yet acquired rights of occupancy, and there are few such, are in quite 
as good a position as the khoodkhast and paikast occupancy ryots. 
The estate is under khas management, and perhaps this may be a 
reason for the zemindars not preferring any representations on the 


Majnamuta 

6,271 

Doro Dumnan ... 

3,028 

Naruamuta 

374 

Kusba Hidgellee 

17s 

Ralijora 

312 

Sanfabad 

102 

Kt. Pataspore ... 

358 

Kt. Shipoie 

122 

Datta Klioroi ... 

88 

Amirabad 

lu6 

Majna Nyabad ... 

28 


9,967 



PART I.] 


Mr, Price's Report on Majnamuta. 


17 


subject of the rights of the ryots, but hitherto they have not thought 
proper to make any objections to the recognition of the status of the 
ryots as I have described above. The zemindars, of course, if they take 
settlement, will be bound to adhere to the jummabundee or assessment 
of rates made by this department ; no capricious or fanciful departure 
from those rates will be allowed. 

Putwa RIBS. 

23. The orders noted in the margin necessitate the appoint- 
ment of putwaries in the estate. There were 
Board’s No. 6io, dated n0 putwaries in the last settlement. The 
ceived with commissioner’s number oi these olnciais in the different) per- 
circuiar No. 167 , dated gunnahs is determined by their area and the 
i/eceuiber imi* number of ryots resident in them. The state- 
ment No. D will give details. I need here only state that 52 
putwaries will be entertained at a cost of Us. 3,120 throughout the 
estate. 

Baruas. 


Statement E exhibits the number of baruas or village head- 
men in the estate according to the terms of the last settlement, 
an£ the number proposed in this re-settlement. I am doubtful, 
however, that there is any necessity to entertain baruas in the 
estate who have given no assistance to the settlement officers — 
rather thrown every obstacle in their way by inducing the ryots to 
„ , , . ^ , refuse the new assessment. The whole question 

Vide this office letter , r i • j r j. j * 

No. 394 of the 29th Msn ch nas formed the subject oi report, and is now 
1878, to the address of the under the consideration of the Board of Revenue. 
Commissioner. Tff e 0 f village headmen, so far as the 

papers of the last settlement throw any light on the subject, seem to 
have been to prevent the illicit manufacture of salt, to report all 
offences committed within their respective villages to the police, to 
assist the Public Works Department officers in procuring coolies and 
materials, to assist the revenue officers at the time of settlement, and 
to act as a go-between to explain the rates assessed, &c., to the ryots. 
These duties they have in some cases systematically neglected ; in 
most instances imperfectly performed, and there 


* Note. — These are for 
both Jellamuta and Maj- 
namuta estares. Separate 
numbers cannot be given, 
the estates being so inter- 
mixed. 


is no reason to believe that the estate would suffer 
if baruas were abolished altogether. In this 
place I will observe that there are 593* chowki- 
dars in the estate paid Ks. 14,232* by the Magis- 
trate of the district from the assignment from 


the revenue of the estate made in his favour by the Collector. 


Collection Expenses and Malikana. 

24. The orders noted in the margin remove all difficulty in 
r«d« danse 2, paragraph deciding what would be fair and equitable pro- 
io, sAction 9 , chapter xx pnetary and collection expenses tor the proprietors 
of the Board’s rules. *in case they accept settlement. - A consolidated 
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allowance of 30 per cent, of the gross assets after all deductions have 
been made on account of putwaries* salary and other expenses will be 
granted to the proprietors, unless they prove recusant, when, according 
to the provisions of section 5 of Regulation VII of 1822, malikana 
will be calculated on the net amount realized’ by Government, i.e., on 
the assets after deducting the consolidated allowances for farming 
profits and cost of collections. Tables C and Cl of statement No. XX 
will show what the Government revenue will 
fir^table° lumn 6 ° f the amoun t to in either case, whether the proprietors 
prove recusant or agree to take settlement. The 
former revenue is shown in statement No. XX. 

Parties entitled to settlement. 

25. The proprietors named in the margin, concerning whose 

status as such I think there can be no doubt, 
Baboo Ananda Lai Roy. f or they have always from the time of the acqui- 
Sn ™ atl Brahmamai! sition of the country by the English, whether 
” Ram mob ini when invested with the management of their 
taboos RomeshOmnder, estate, or when out of possession, as at present, 
Umesh Chnnder, and Sarat received malikana, were called upon to declare 
CU Baboo Joynaran Gin. whether they would take settlement on the terms 
proposed in this report or not ; also in case they 
considered the jumma assessed by this department excessive, what 
jumma they were inclined to agree to pay. Two of them have 
given separate answers, and what they say amounts to this — 
Rammohini Debi states that if it is at last found impracticable 
to enforce and realize the enhanced jumma assessed on the recusant 
ryots, she will be ready to take settlement on the former jumma 
of the recusant ryots, plus the present enhanced jumma assessed 
on the consenting ryots. That the usual malikana should be de- 
ducted from the total jumma to be arrived at in the manner 
indicated above. That the rate of collection expenses on account 
of the half rental assessment of the petty resumed rent-free 
tenures should not now be reduced from Rs. 15 to 10 per cent. 
Umesh Ghunder, Romesh Chunder, and Sarat Chunder Mundal object 
principally to the proposed curtailment of their former allowances on 
account of malikana, collection expenses, and grambhery repairs, and 
of collection expenses on account of petty resumed rent-free tenures. 
They have no objections to urge against the retention of baruas and 
the introduction of the putwary system. They have no objection to 
take settlement at the enhanced jumma if it is agreed to by the ryots. 
The rest of the proprietors have applied for two months* extension of 
time to make up their minds, which request I have disallowed as already 
sufficient time had been given. 

Grambheries. 

26. It has been decided by the orders noted in the margin that 
the ryots are bound to construct and keep in ‘'proper condition the 
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grambheries or field embankments necessary for the cultivation of 
the estate. But the ryots decline unanimously to undertake this 
responsibility, principally on the ground that in the last settlement 
a special allowance called grambhery allowance 
Government order w gg gi ve n to the zemindars for the express pur- 
fs“'2? S to Board, deceived pose of keeping up the grambheries. In the last 
with * Coininisiouei ’s irtter settlement 5 per cent, of the jummas of the 
m* 101 ’ datCd 16lh Alay P er g unila l )8 noted in the margin, or a total sum 
K * ’ of Ks. 6,158, was deducted from the gross assets 

as grambhery allowance in favour of the zemindars, who, however, 
totally neglected the repairs of the village em- 
bankments, without which water cannot be retain- 
ed in the rice fields and cultivation oannot be 
carried on. During the khas management of the 
estate by me I have proposed and been allowed 
year by year to spend a certain sum in repairing 
field^mbankments throughout the estate. It has 
been thought that whatever responsibilities lay on the zemindars 
according to the terms of the last settlement, Government, as in their 
lace was bound to accept these responsibilities when the estate came 
under khas management. As the ryots will not consent to repair 
grambheries, they will not acoept pottahs by the terms of which this 
obligation is put upon them, consequently I have been unable to 
induce the ryots to take pottahs or to give kabuliyats. 

Drainage Channels. 


Mujnamuta. 

Doio Duinnan. 

Nhi uamuta. 
Balijora. 

S.trifabad. 

K i am ut “ataspore. 
Datta Khoroi. 
Auiirabad. 


27 It is the duty of the zemindars also, in accordance with the 
orders cited above, to keep in proper repair all the interior drainage 
channels of the estate, Government undertaking to keep up the 
embankments described in schedule D, section 35 of Act VI (b.c.) 
of 1873, and to excavate the drainage channels lying outside the 
embankments and connected with the different sluices in those 
embankments. The zemindars, during the time they were manag- 
ing their estate habitually neglected the interior drainage chan- 
nels, and as they have given but a qualified assent to the conditions 
of the proposed re-settlement of their estate, no written agree- 
ments have been made with them, and consequently their obliga- 
tions in this respect are still undefined, save by the Government order 
aforesaid. A list of all grambheries and interior drainage channels in 
the estate that the ryots and zemindars are respectively bound to 
maintain is annexed to the settlement proceedings. 

TsRtf op Settlement. 

28 The term of this re-settlement will run till 1900 AD, or 
1307 A. S., the date fixed for all the settlements m the Burdwan 

Divisiou - J. C. Price, 

Offy. Settlement Officer, Midnapore. 
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APPENDIX I. 


Extract from “ Notes on the History of the Hidgellee District , compiled 
from records transferred from the old Hulgellee Collectorate , to the 
office of the Collector of Midnapore 9 by J. C. Price, Officiating 
Settlement Officer of Midnapore.” 


The earliest records connected exclusively with Hidgellee, which is 
now a sub-division of the Midnapore district, commence from the year 
1786 ; but there are letters interspersed among the Midnapore records, 
from which it is ascertained that Hidgellee in 1771* was included in 


• From Edward Baber to 
Mr. Lushington (probably), 
Resident at Ho. gbly, found 
among the Midnapore re- 
cords of 1771 
and 

To William Hosea, Fsq., 
Collectoi of Hooghly, from 


Hooghly. It did not at this time constitute a 
salt ageD cy, under which designation its annals 
for a period of 51 years down to 1837 are found 
still preserved in thg T Midnapore Collectorate. 
The Hooghly Resident or Collector was charged 
apparently with the general administration of the 


Samuel Lewis, dated Mid- 
napore, 1st June 1773. 


Hidgellee district, but not with the provision of salt 
therefrom, for the first notice of the creation of a 


salt agency in that part of the country is found in the marginally 


From Warren Hast- 
ings, William Aldersev, 
P. M. Dacres, Thomas 
Lane, James Lawrell, H. 
Goodwin, John Graham, 


noted letter by which the Collector of Midnapore 
was informed that Mr. Robert Reid was appointed 
agent to receive the salt on account of the Com- 
pany from the zemindars of the district. And 


and William Lambert, to 
Mr. Edward Baber, Collec- 
tor of Midnapore, dated 
Fort William, the 13th 
April 1773. 

From Giorge Vansit- 
tart, Superintendent, Xfaal- 
sa, to Mr. Samuel Lewis, 
« nliector of Midnapore, 
dated Fort William, the 
2nd December 1773. 

f From George Vansit- 
tai t, Sup-iintendent, Khal- 
sa, to Mr. Samuel Lewis, 
Collector of Midnapore, 
dated Fort William, the 


later in the year 1778, Mr. Vansittart, the Super- 
intendent of the Khalsa, informed the Collector of 
Midnapore that Madan Gopal having been ap- 
pointed to the charge of the districts of Hidgellee, 
Maisadul, &c., should he have occasion to apply for 
the Collector’s assistance to prevent salt from being 
clandestinely conveyed away from those parts, or 
in any other respect to enable him to execute 
with success the trust which had been committed 
to him, the Collector was to grant it to him.f 

In 1777+ it was said that one Mr. James 


2nd December 1773. 

X From Mr. Peiarce (ap- 
parently), to Mr. James 
Dixon, Salt Agent to the 
Board of Trade, at Bircool, 
Midnapore, 11th July 1777. 

§ From Alexander Hig- 
ginson, William Marriott, 
William Pye, and Samuel 
Charters, to' Mr. John 
Peiarce at Midnapore, dated 
Burdwan, the 21st October 
1777. 

|| From Warren Hast- 
ings, P. Francis, Edward 
Wheler, and Eyre Coote, 
to Mr. John Peiarce, Col- 
lector of Midnapore, daied 
Fort William, the 29tb 
September 1780. 


Dixon was the Salt Agent to the Board of Trade 
at Bircool. It appears that by October 1777§ 
Mr. Reid’s business as Salt Agent was completed, 
and bis allowances ceased from the month of 
Asin. It was not till 1780 that the creation of 
Hidgellee into an independent salt agency took 
place. The Government wrote — “ || Having 
resolved that the salt of the provinces shall be 
manufactured and disposed of for the immediate 
account of the Company, under the superintend- 
ence of a Comptroller and management of Pro- 
vincial Agents, we herewith transmit for your 
information and guidance- a copy of the plan 
adopted for these purposes. The gentleman whom 
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we have appointed to the office of Comptroller is Mr. Henry 
Vansittart, and the Agent stationed under him, for the several salt 
districts specified in the enclosed plan and lying within your Collector- 
ship is Mr. Thomas Calvert, for part of the Hidgellee district, to whom 
you are required to afford every necessary assistance - for the due 
execution of the trust reposed in him.” A copy of the plan referred 
to will be found in the appendix ; it will be sufficient in this place to 
state that the Hidgellee division comprised Jellamuta, Doro Dumnan, 
Sujamuta, Sircool, Sabang Mohur, Kakrachor, Nafri. Balshahi, Mirgoda, 
and Mainachora. Jellamuta and Doro Dumnan were two large estates 
comprised within 13 and 11 pergunnahs, respectively. Sujamuta 
was another estate conterminous with the pergunnah of that name. 
The other names are all those of pergunnahs save Nafri, spelt 
in the original Lamprey, which is not a pergunnah, but a village 
of the Bala sore district, where salt in the old 
days used to be not only extensively manufac- 
tured, but largely stored ; later it was stated that 
the salt division of Hidgellee included the province 
of Midnapore by which it was only meant that 
the establishment of inland chowkies, employed under the Collector of 
Midnapore for preventing the transportation of 
Mahratta salt through the western jungles, was 
placed under the orders of the Comptroller of the 
manufacture of salt, and of his subordinate, 
Mr. Calvert. In 1783 the Revenue Committee 
wrote to the Comptroller of Salt— “ We see no objection to the districts 
in Jellasore being annexed to the division of the 
Salt Agent at Hidgellee, and have accordingly 
issued the necessary orders to the Collector of 
Midnapore for that purpose, and that he shall 
strike them out of the jumma of the province. 
Mr. Dynely is at present employed in farming the 
settlement of both the provinces of Midnapore and J ellasore, and we 
have directed him to furnish Mr. Calvert with an account, settlement and 
kistbundee, of the pergunnahs Bircool, Mirgoda, Balshahi, and Kakra- 
chor. You will transmit to us the monthly accounts of the districts 
placed under Mr. Calvert in the same manner as those of the other 
districts paying revenue to your department.” Accordingly, in Decem- 
ber 1783, the districts of Bircool, Mirgoda, Balshahi, and Kakrachor, 
which, hitherto as part of the Jellasore Chalda in the Midnapore 
district, had been under the revenue administration of the Collector of 
Midnapore under the same circumstances as Sabang, Mohar, Maina- 
chora, were annexed to the salt office, and placed under Mr. Calvert’s 
management. The tehsildar was made acquainted with the transfer, 
and the settlement ard other necessary papers 
forwarded to him * From a consideration of 
the nature of this accession to the duties of 
the Hidgelle Salt Agent, as well as of the 
meaning involved in the words “ in the same 
maimer as those of the other districts paying 


From Thomas t'alvert. 
Agent, Hidgellee nivision, 
to John IViarce, K^q., 
Collector of Midnapore, 
dated 2£th November 
1780. 


From Warren Hastings, 
P. M. Dacres, and Edward 
Wheler, to Mr. John 
Peiaice, Collector of Mid- 
napore, dated K« rt ’A llliiim, 
the 14th November 1780. 


From the Revenue Coun- 
cil consisting of S.imuel 
Charters and Cliailes 
Croft. es, to Mr. Henry 
Vansittart, Comptroller of 
Salt, dated Calcutta, the 
17th November 178.3. 


* From John Dynelv, 
Superintendent, t ol lec- 

tions, to Thomas Calveit, 
Esq , Salt Agent for di^ttict 
of Hidgellee, dated Midna- 
pore, the 15tli December 
1783 . 1 
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revenue to your department,” it is presumed that Mr. Calvert 
already exercised the functions of a Collector in those 25 per- 
gunnahs which in 1771 were included in the Hooghly district, 
and which formed the territorial sub-division commonly known as 

the Hidgellte Chakla. It is ascer- 
tained beyond a doubt that from 
the year 1786, from which year 
the Hidgellee records are found pre- 
served, the Salt Agent combined 
the provision of salt with the 
collection of the revenue in the 29 
pergunnahs of his charge named 
in the margin. He was respon- 
sible for the provision of salt only 
in the saliferous tracts of the Mid- 
napore Chakla, such as Sabang, Mainachora, and for the prevention of 
the illicit manufacture and transportation of salfrin that chakla generally. 


Majnatmita. 

Doro Du nan an. 

Naruamuta. 

BnlijMra. 

Datta Khoroi. 

Sarifabad. 

Amirabad. 

Kismut Shipore. 
Kusba Hidgellee. 
Xinmut t'ataspore. 
h yabad. 

Jellamuta 

Krinch. 

Bainda Bazar. 
Taraf Biauan. 


Oaoroesh. 

Kalmdi Balahabi. 
bhograi. 

Khalsi Hliograi. 
Pahaipore. 

Nyabad Keoramal. 

liahirimuta. 

Bhaitguih. 

Dacaumal. 

Sujamuta. 

Bircool. 

Urissa Balsbai. 

Mirgoda. 

Kakrachor. 


APPENDIX No. II. 

Extract from Appendix No. Ill (geographical report on the Rivers and 
Embankments , District Midnapore , by Major J. Sconce, Deputy 
Superintendent of Revenue Survey) to report on the Revenue Survey 
operations of the Lower Provinces , from lstf October 1874 to 30 th 
September 1875. 

The coast line which forms the southern boundary is well worthy 
of study. I will only describe its appearance without confidently 
expressing any theory as to the action which has been at work to cause 
its formation. This coast line is at the direct head of the Bay of 
Bengal, and receives the full force of the southerly winds which are 
prevalent during several months of the year. A peculiar range of 
sand hilis extends at an average of six miles inland along this coast 
line ; the ridge commences from the Hooghly river at the mouth of 
the Rasulpore river, it then trends inland from the present coast line 
until it reaches an extreme distance of seven miles, and finally falls back 
on the coast at the mouth of the Subatnrekha river. 

On the east there is a single ridge about half a mile in breadth, 
the land south from the ridge towards the sea being a flat alluvial 
plain. In the centre and on the west there are several parallel ridges, 
alternating with strips of alluvial land. The face of the range inland is 
generally abrupt, about 60 feet in height, and overhanging a flat alluvial 
plain. 

It would appear that this sand ridge must at one time have been 
the coast line, and that it was so for a considerable time is also evident 
from the elevation which the sand has attained. The same process is now 
going on on the present coast line, where a sand ridge is gradually being 
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raised by the action of the strong southerly wind during the hot 
months of the year. The sea must then have made in one part of the 
coast one long sudden recession, and in another part it seems to have 
receded by a succession of eudden steps. Again, the sea at one time 
evidently covered the* plain north of the sand hills, but the cause is 
not apparent as to what new action suddenly occurred by which the sand 
ridge came to be thrown up. Was it that at one time there was not 
the strong southerly wind which is now so welcome in Lower Bengal, 
and that it suddenly sprung into existence after some great physical 
changes in Upper India ? 

The cause assigned for this strong sea wind is the rush to fill the 
vacuum which has been formed by the ascending of the heated air 
from the Gangetic plain. While the great valley of the Ganges was 
still in process of formation, the country would be swampy and 
partially tidal ; there would then be over-heated atmosphere and no 
vacuum to be filled by ajmsh from the sea, but it is not apparent how 
the over-heating of the upper plains can have occurred suddenly. 
The elevated sand is largely occupied by the sites of villages and on 
the ridge the huts are usually found more scattered and more inter- 
spersed with gardens than when situated among the rice lands. The 
sand has a vegetation peculiarly its own, both in the cultivated crops 
and in the spontaneous growth of trees and flowering shrubs. This 
vegetation is more luxuriant and more purely tropical than is met with 
in the lower tracts, and this seems to be due to the large amount of 
moisture which is retained in the sand. Water melons are extensively 
cultivated and require no artificial irrigation. A description of almond 
tree, which bears its edible kernel in a peouliar way outside a luscious- 
looking but very acrid fruit, and which is said to be common in 
Western India, grows here in large numbers. Cocoanut and betel 
palms flourish well; ferns are found in great profusion in shady 
hollows, and among other flowering plants the bright scarlet exora, 
which grows freely in Ceylon and a purple azalea aro the most 
common. 
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No. XX. — Abstract of information relative to the assessment of 


1 


2 


3 







• Unassessbd area. 



Extent in 
bighas. 

Extent in 
acres. 

Forest, 
jungle, and 
waste. 

a. 

Site of village 
roads, tanks, 
and lands, 
otherwise 
incapable of 
cultivation. 
b. 

Rent-free. 

e. 

Service. 

d. 

II.— By last measure- 
ment 

III.— By recent mea- 

2,64,898 1 15 3 

1,20,613 1 12 

2,611 12 4 18 

37,363 13 6 10} 

40,827 15 1 16 


surement 

2,71.790 7 4 7 

1,23,921 0 16 4,520 5 13 16 

29,761 12 5 15 

40,013 13 6 0 



A. — Particulars of rent-free 



Description of 


Devatra. 

Brahmatta. 

Piratra. 

1 

2 


4 


21,412 9 10 15 

| 13,787 17 6 10 

2,262 16 4 5 


B . — Occupation 


Area and description of 
different kinds of soil 
recognized in the neigh- 
bourhood by marked 
distinctions. 

Rate per 
bigha of 
each sort. 

Bigalis. 

Acres. 

Rent. 

! 

1285. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

Bastu (homestead) 

Dhasa (high land) 

Total kala 

Jal 

Total kala and jal 

Resumed rent-free lands de- 
clared to be mal owing to 
the neglect of the proprie- 
tors to come forward and 
take settlement. 

Total 

Culturable waste assessed 
with full rates. 

Total 

Culturable waste assessed 
with progressively increas- 
ing rates. 

Total 

Deduct to avoid fractions ... 

Remainder 

Peshkush 

Junglebooree 

Kumdurah 

Total 

Total mal 

Julkur 

Total 

Half rental resumed rent- 
free. m , 

Total ... 


B. C. B. G. 
1,273 18 8 10 
17,519 15 7 15 

A. B. P. 

680 1 17 
7,981 2 17 

Rs. A. P. 

5,068 12 0 
31,123 8 0 


18,793 14 0 5 
1,06,660 19 15 11 

8,561 3 34 
48,592 1 31 

36,192 4 0 
1,82,892 7 10 


1,25,454 IS 15 16 
1,842 5 9 5 

57,154 1 25 
839 1 7 

2,19,084 11 10 
2,723 5 4 


1,27,296 19 9 1 
4,836 19 11 5 

67,993 2 32 
2,203 2 19 

2,21,808 1 2 
2,887 9 7 



1,32,133 19 4 6 
781 4 6 10 

! 

60,197 1 11 
355 3 21 

2,24,695 1 0 9 

8 14 2 

2,24,695 10 9 
17 12 3 

1,32,915 3 L0 16 

60,553 0 32 

2,24,704 8 11 

4 6 8 

2,24,713 7 0 

4 6 8 

3,202 16 13 0 
854 15 5 5 

1,459 0 21 
389 1 24 

2,24,700 2 3 
7,589 13 6 
1,112 1 1} 
376 0 1} 

2.24,709 • 4 

4,057 12 2 5 


9,077 14 8} 

9,077 14 82 

1,36,972 15 IS 1 

62,401 2 37 

2,33,778 0 112 

437 8 0 

2,33,786 15 02 

1 437 8 0 

60,521 19 13 15 

27,572 2 l 

2,34,215 8 112 
25,252 8 7} 

2,34,224 7 02 
25,252 8 72 

1,97,494 15 10 16 

89,974 0 38 

2,59,468 1 9 

2,59,476 15 8 
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Estate Majnamuta , District Midnapore. 



4 

5 

6 

7 


AS8E88B# AREA.. 

Farmer 

revenue. 

1 

Former 

rent-roll. 

o . 

_ o 
£‘■3 

3 o 
-*r* 9 

1 

». 61 

1 ® — 

1 B's 
! *§ 

1 * 

Total 

Columns a—d. 

e. 

Cultivated and 
fallow. 

a. 

Cultivable, 
not cultivat- 
ed. 

b. 

Total. 

c. 





Rs. A. F. 

Rs. A. P 

Rs. A. P. 

80,803 0 13 4$ 

! 1,08,848 5 7 Pi 

9,611 0 4 17 

1 

1,84,095 1 1 18$ 

1 

1,84,124 6 4 $ 

1,16,378 2 8 


74,2115 11 9 11 

1,91,876 11 9 1 

1 

5,618 4 1 15 

1 

1,97,491 16 10 1 6 

1 





’ands from heading 3 (cj. 


TENUBES. 

1 

Mohatran. 

Khosh basil. 

Total. 

1 

Sanuynsatt&r. 

Baistabattar. 

5 

6 

7 

1 

8 

9 

113 0 

433 18 6 0 

1,163 4 14 

952 5 9 10 

| 4(i,H13 13 6 0 


of Lands. 


1286. 

1287. 

1288. 

1289. 

1290. 

1291 to 1307- 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

i 

1 

1 












i 


• 










2,24,695 10 9 
20 10 5 

2,24,695 10 9 
74 6 5 

2,24,695 10 9 
122 2 5 

2,24,695 10 9 
193 10 3 

2,24,695 10 9 
263 2 2 

2,24,695 10 9 
310 14 2 

"2,24,722 5 2 
4 6 8 

2,24,770 1 2 
4 6 S 

2,24,817 13 2 

4 6 8 

2,24,888 5 0 
4 6 8 

2,24,958 12 11 
4 6 8 

2,25,006 8 11 

4 6 8 

2,t4,717 14 6 

2,24,765 10 0 

2/24,813 6 6 


■H 

■ 

1 

9,077 14 8J 

9,077 14 f 

t 9,077 11 8? 

9,077 14 8i, 9,077 14 8j 9.077 14 8# 

2,33,795 13 2j 
437 8 0 

2,33,843 9 Jj 
437 8 0 

\ 2,33,891 5 *1 

437 8 0 

2,33,961 13 0|! 2,34,032 4 llfi 2,34,080 0 Ilf 

437 8 0 i 437 8 « | 437 8 0 

IBM 

t 2,34,281 1 2\ 

fc 25,252 8 7; 

\ 2,31,328 13 2j 

k 25,252 8 71 

2,34,399 5 0 
25,252 8 5 

l 2,34,469 12 11 
[ 25,252 8 7 

f! 2,34,517 8 11| 

[ 25,-52 8 7i 

2,59,485 13 1( 

[ ~ 2,59,533 9 V 

l) 2,59,581 5 il 

2,59,651 IS 3 

2,59.722 5 7 

j 2,59,7,0 1 7 
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C.— Analysis of 



1284. 

1285. 

1286. 

1 . 

Assets assumed as the basis of settlement 



2,84,215 

8 11} 

2,34,224 

7 

0} 

2,34,233 

5 

2} 



Ks. 

A. 

P. 







2 . 

Deduct barua allowance 

2,89'* 

8 

4* 










3. 

„ putwaries* salaries 

3,120 

0 

0 



4} 

6.013 



6,013 

3 

4} 






fl.01,3 



4} 

4. 

Remainder 




2,28,202 

5 

74 

2,28,211 

3 

81 

2,28,220 

1 10* 1 

5. 

Deduct collection expenses and proprietary allow- 

68,460 11 

3} 

68,403 

5 11 

68,466 

0 

0* 


ance at 30 per cent. 










6. 

Remainder 




1,59,741 

10 

4 

1,59,747 13 

9% 

1,59,754 

1 

5 

7. 

A M‘° fractions .. 



{ 

0 

5 

8 

0 

2 

24 

0 

1 

5 

8 . 

Total or balance 




1,59,742 

0 

0 

1,59,748 

0 

0 

1,59.754 

0 

0 

9. 

Add half rental assessment on ac- 












count of resumed rent-free lands .. 

25,252 

8 

7* 










10. 

Deduct collection expenses at 10 per 













cent. 

2,525 

4 

0 










11. 

Remainder 

22,727 

4 

74 










12. 

Deduct to avoid fractions 

0 

4 

74 

22,727 

0 

0 

22,727 

0 

0 

22,727 

0 

0 

13. 

Total 




1,82.409 

0 

0 

1,82.475 

0 

0 

1,82,481 

0 

0 


C— 



12S4 A. S. 

1285. 

1236. 

1. 

Assets assumed as the V>asis of settlement ... 



2,34,215 

8 11} 

2,34,224 

7 

0} 

2,34,233 

5 

2} 


R-*. 

A 

P. 






2. 

Deduct barua allowance 2,893 

3 

4} 










3. 

,, put wuries’ salaries ... 3,120 

0 

0 

6,013 

3 

4} 

6,013 

3 

4} 

6,013 

3 

4} 

4. 

Remainder 



2,28,202 

5 

74 

2,28,211 

3 

84 

•j oq oijfi 

1 

104 

5 

Deduct collection expenses at 20 per cent. ... 



4.),04(j 

7 

6} 

45,642 

3 1 H 

45,614 

0 

44 

6. 

Remainder .. 



1,82,561 

14 

1 

1.82.568 15 

9 

1,82,576 

1 

6 

7. 

Deduct proprietary allowance at 10 per cent. 


18,256 

3 

0 

18,256 

14 

44 

18,257 

9 

9 

8. 

Remainder 



1,64,305 11 

1 

1,64,312 

1 

44 

1,64,318 

7 

9 

9. 

A dedMt} toaTOidJraet,ons 


•••{ 

0 

4 11 

’ 0 

1 

45 

0 

7 

9 

1C. 

11. 

Total or balance 

Add half rental assessment of re- 



1,64,306 

0 

0 

1,64,312 

0 

6 

i, 64, 318 

0 

0 

sumed rent-free lands .. 25,252 

8 

7} 










12. 

Deduct collection expenses at 10 per 













cent 2,525 

4 

0 










13. 

Remainder 22,727 

4 

7} 










14. 

Deduct to avoid fractions o 

4 

7* 

22,727 

0 

0 

22,727 

0 

0 

22,727 

0 

0 


Total 


' 1,87,033 

0 

0 

1,87,039 

0 

0 

1,87,045 

0 

0 


E. — Occupancy 


Lauds how occupied. 


1 


a. By proprietors 

b. By cultivators having right of possession at fixed 

rates 

c. By cultivators with a right of occupancy 

d. h,y other cultivators ... . 

e. Cultivable, not cultivated land occupied by royta ... 

Total 






PART I.] 


Mr. Price’s Report on Majnamuta . 


27 


Revenue Assessed . 


1287. 

1288. 

1289. | 

1290. 

1291 to 1307. 

2,S1,281 1 2} 

• 

2,34,328 13 2 J 

2,34,399 5 02 

2,34,469 12 11 4 

2,34,517 8 Ilf 

6,013 3 4* 

6,013 3 4} 

6,013 3 44 

6,013 3 44 

6,013 3 44 

2,28,267 13 10* 

2,28,315 9 104 

2,28,386 1 84 

2,28,456 9 74 

2,28,504 5 74 

68,480 6 74 

68,494 10 104 

68,515 13 »4 

68,536 15 74 

68,561 4 11 

1,50,787 8 3 

1,59,820 15 0 

1,59,870 4 5 

1,59,919 10 0 

1,59,953 0 84 

0 7 9 

0 10 


0 6 0 





0 4 5 


0 0 84 

1,59,788 0 0 

1,59,821 0 0 

1,59,870 0 0 

1,50,920 0 0 

1,59,953 0 0 




■ 


22,727 0 0 

22,727 0 0 

22,727 0 0 

22,727 0 0 

22,72 7 0 0 

1,82,515 0 0 

1.82,548 0 0 j 

1,82,597 0 0 

1,82,647 0 0 

1,82,680 0 0 


1 . 


1287. 

1283. 

1289. 

3290. 

1291 to 1307, A. S. 

2,34,281 1 2f 

2,34,328 13 2f 

2,34,399 5 Of 

2,34,469 12 Ilf 

2,34,517 8 Ilf 

6,013 3 44 

6,013 3 4] 

6.013 3 44 

6,013 3 44 

6,013 3 44 

2,2*1.367 IS 1«>4 

2, 2 <*,S15 9 T 14 

2,2*’, 386 l Hi 

2,28,456 9 74 

2,28,504 5 74 

45,653 9 24 

45,6' <3 8 04 

45,677 3 74 

45,691 5 24 

45,700 14 0« 

1,82,614 4 8 

1,82,652 7 10 

1,82,708 14 1 

1,82,765 4 5 

1,82,803 7 7 

IS 261 6 104 

18,265 4 0 

18,270 14 3 

18,276 8 6 

18,280 6 7 

1,64,352 13 94 

1,64,337 3 10 

1,64,437 15 10 

1,64,488 11 11 

1,64,523 2 0 

0 2 24! 

"O 3 10 

0 0 2 1 

0 4 1 

0 2 0 

1,64,353 0 0 

1,64,387 0 0 

1,61,438 0 0 

1,64,489 0 0 

1,64,523 0 0 

22,727 0 0 

22,727 0 0 

22,727 0 0 

22,727 0 0 

22,727 0 0 

1,87,080 0 0 

1,87,114 0 0 

1,87,165 0 0 

1,87,216 0 0 

1,87,250 0 0 


Rights. 


Area. 

Rent. 

Remarks. 

J. 0 . Price, 

2 

3 

4 

1,102 17 3 10 

4.057 12 2 1 
1,06,738 1 1 15 
19,461 14 0 
5,618 4 1 15 

1,828 8 11 

1,488 1 3 
1,83,339 1 

35,653 m 1 
3,196 % 5 

! 

1,36,972 15 IS 1 

2,26,508 9 9 


Offg. Settlement Officer 
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Rates pbevailing is the keigiiboubirg fermanently-settlbd fergurnah of— gunnaiis of tub temporarily-settled Rates pre- 

ebtatb, Jellamuta. vailin* in 

DbscEIP- another 

TION OF | I i I I I I i I temporarily- 
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A — concluded. 


Descrip- 
tion OF 

Present and proposed rates of pergunnah Kusba 
Hidgellee of the Majnamuta Estate. 

• 

Rates proposed for the 
neighbouring pergunnah 
taraf btisuan of the tempo- 

LAND. 

Present. 

Proposed. 

rarily -settled estate 
Jellamuta. 

■ 


Rs. A. P. Rs. A. P. Rs. A. P. 

Rs. A. P. Rs. A. P. Rs. A. P. 

Rs. A. P. Rs. A. F. Rs. A. P 

Bastu 

3 8 0, 3 0 0, 2 14 0, 

2 12 0, 2 10 0, 2 8 0, 

2 0 0, 2 4 0, 2 2 0, 

1 14 0. 

8 8 0, 2 8 0, 1 0 0. 

4 12 0, 4 11 0, 4 10 0, 

4 8 0, 4 6 0, 4 4 0. 

4 0 0, 3 12 0, 3 8 0, 

3 0 0, 2 11 0. 

Dhasa 

1 12 0, 1 10 0, 1 8 0, 

2 0 0, 1 15 0, 1 12 0, 

3 4 0, 3 2 0, 3 0 0, 


1 6 0, 1 5 0, 1 3 0, 

1 8 0, 1 4 0, 1 0 0, 

2 14 0, 2 12 0, 2 10 0, 


1 2 0, 1 1 0, 1 0 0, 

0 14 0, 0 12 0. 0 10 0. 

0 12 0, 0 10 0, 0 8 0, 

0 4 0, 0 3 0. 

2 8 0, 2 6 0, 2 4 0, 

2 2 0, 2 1 0, 2 0 0, 

1 15 0, 1 14 0. 1 12 0, 

1 10 0, 1 8 0, 1 2 0, 

0 10 0. 

Jal 

1 6 0, 1 ro'Tl 4 0, 

2 0 0, 1 14 0, 1 12 0, 

2 2 0, 2 1 0, 2 0 0, 

1 1 0. 1 0 0, 0 15 0, 

0 13 0, 0 12 0, 0 9 0, 

0 G 0. 

1 8 0, 0 10 0, 0 7 0. 

I 

1 15 0, 1 14 0, 1 13 6. 

1 13 0, 1 12 6, 1 12 0. 

1 11 0, 1 10 0, 1 9 0. 

1 8 0, 1 7 6, 1 0 0, 

1 5 0, 0 10 0, 0 8 0. 


Descrip- 
tion of 


Present and proposed rates of pehgun- 

NAH DOKO DcMNAN OF THE MAJNAMUTA 
ESTATE. 


LAND. 

Present. 

Proposed. 

Maisadul. 

Kasimnagar. 


Rs. A. 

P. Rs. A. 

P. Rs. A 

. P. 

Rs. A. 

P. 

Rs 

1. A. 

P. 

Rs. A. p. Rs. a. r. 

Rs. A. p. Rs. A. P. 

Bastu 

3 12 

10, 3 12 

0, 2 

8 

0, 

4 

2 

0, 

4 

1 

o, 

There are no specia 

1 rates assessed for 


2 2 

1. 




4 

0 

0. 




I bastu and dhtt&a lands. 

Dhasa . . 

1 6 

3, 1 6 

0, 1 

5 

4, 

1 

12 

o, 

1 

11 

o. 




1 5 

0, 1 4 

3, 1 

4 

0, 

1 

10 

o. 

1 

8 

0, 




1 3 

0, 1 2 

0, 0 

14 

0, 

1 

4 

o, 

1 

0 

0. 




0 12 

9, 0 12 

0, 0 

10 

0. 









Jal 

1 12 

10, 1 12 

0, 1 

11 

9, 

2 

8 

o. 

2 

4 

o. 

2 5 0 tol 1 0 

2 5 0 to 1 1 0 


1 11 

0, 1 10 

8, 1 

10 

0, 

2 

2 

0, 

2 

1 

o, 




1 9 

7, 1 » 

0, 1 

8 

10, 

2 

0 

0, 

1 

14 

o. 




1 8 

0, 1 7 

!), 1 

7 

0, 

1 

12 

o, 

1 

8 

(1, 




1 7 

0, 1 G 

8. 1 

fi 

0, 

1 

4 

0, 

1 

0 

0. 




1 5 

0, 1 4 

0, 1 

3 

G, 










1 3 

0, 1 2 

0, 1 

0 

0, 










0 10 

0. 













Rates prevailing in the neigh- 
bouring PERMANENTLY -SETTLED 
PERGUNNAH OF— 
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B. 

Statement of produce in connection with the proposed resettlement of the 

Majnamuta Estate . 


Names oe Peb- 

GUNNAHI, 


Average 
outturn 
of produce 
per 
biglia, 
ascertain- 
ed in 

maunds of 
paddy. 


Average 
price per 
innund 
of 

puddy. 


Total 
value of 
j the pro- 
| duce in- 
cluding 
straw. 


Deduct 
expenses 
of cultiva- 
tion. 


Deduct 
proposed 
average 
rate of 
rent. 


Total 

deduc- 

tion. 


Balance 
left to 
the ryot 
as net 
profit. 


1 


2 


3 4 5 6 



8 9 


Mds. s. c 


Rs. a. p. 


Rs. a. p. 


Rs. A. p. 


Rs. A. P. 


Rs. A. P. 


1 Majnamutan 

2 Doro Duranan 

3 Naruanmta* 

4 Kusba Hidgellee ... 

5 Halijora 

6 Saritahad 

7 Kismut Pataspore... 

8 „ Shi pore .. 

9 Datta Khoroi 

10 Amirabad 

11 Majna Nyabad 


8 31 4 0 12 0 
7 82 0 1-0 0 


7 14 (a) 2 8 0 
9 4 9 (b) 5 0 0 


9 20 0 
10 31 0 

8 29 0 

8 3 8 
6 36 0 

9 20 0 
8 32 0 
8 20 0 


0 12 0 
0 12 0 
0 12 <• 
0 12 0 
o 12 O 
0 12 0 
0 12 0 
0 12 0 


7 11 0 

8 5 0 

7 0 9 

6 9 0 

5 10 9 

7 10 0 

6 13 0 
6 14 0 


(c)3 6 0 

2 8 0 
2 8 0 
2 8 0 
2 8 0 
2 8 0 
2 8 0 
2 8o 


1 11 0 
2 2 0 
1 H 6 
1 14 0 

111 0 
1 i2 5 
1 5 6 

111 0 
19 6 

1 12 3 
19 0 


4 3 0 

7 2 0 

5 ‘ 4” 0 

4 3 0 

4 4 5 

3 13 6 

4 3 0 

4 1 6 

4 4 3 

4 10 


2 14 4 
2 2 9 

2 7 0 
4 2 0 

2 12 4 

2 11 6 
17 9 

3 8 6 

2 8 9 
2 13 0 


Statement of produce in connection with the former settlement of the 

Majnamuta Estate . 


1 

2 

Majnamutat 

Doro Dumnan 

6 20 0 

O' V 4 

i 

4 6 0 

i’11 2 

1 10 0 

3 5 2 

1" 0 10 

3 

4 

Xaruamutat 

Kusba Hidgellee ... 

7 0 0 

0 ’ 7 ” 0 

3 "'s' 0 

i" 0 0 

1 " 5 0 

2 5 0 

13 0 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

Balijorat 

Sanfabadt 

Kismut Patnsporet 
„ Shiporet .. 

Datta Khoroi 

5 30 0 

0 6 0 

3 6 0 

l"”5 0 

1 ”'4 0 

2 9 0 

0 13 0 

10 

11 

Amirabadt 

Majna Nyabad t 









• No experiment was made in Naruamuta; the rates were fixed by comparison witn those pre- 
vailing in the neighbouring pergunnahs. 

t No figures are given in the papers of the former settlement of these pergunnahs. 


(a) 16 Seers of seed paddy 

7 Ploughs at 14 annas each .. 

2 Coolies to prepare the land for the seed 

5 I jo. for transplanting at one and a half anna each 

4 Coolies for reaping ... 4 

2 Do. tor carrying the paddy home 

2 Do. for threshing ... 

Wear and tear of implements 


(6) 5 Ploughs 

10 Seers of seed paddy 

4 Coolies for transplanting 

2 Do. for weeding 

Contract rate for reaping and stacking paddy 

3 Coolies f<»r threshing paddy 

Wear and tear of implements 


(c) 16 Seers of seed paddy 

6 Ploughs at 2i annas each 

1 Coolie to prepare the land for the seed 
4 Coolies for transplanting 

2 Do. for weeding 

4 Do. for reaping 

2 Do. for bringing the paddy home 

3 l)o. for threshing 

Wear and tear of implements,.. 



Rs. 
... « 

A. 

0 

P. 

0 


... 0 

10 

6 


... 0 

3 

0 


... 0 

7 

6 


... 0 

6 

II 


0 

3 

0 

... 

... 0 

S 

O 


0 

2 

0 

Total 

... 2 

8 

0 


... 1 

7 6 


... 0 

5 

II 


... 0 

12 

0 

... 

... 0 

6 

0 

... 

... 1 

0 

0 


.. 0 

9 

0 


... 0 

8 

6 

Total 

... 5 

11 

0 


... o 

6 

6 

j‘. '.!! 

... 0 15 

0 

v 

. 0 

2 

0 


... 0 

8 

0 


... 0 

4 

0 

... 

... 0 

8 

0 


... 0 

4 

0 


... 0 

4 

0 


... 0 

2 

6 


...360 


Total 
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C. 


Statement showing the former and present areas , and the jummas assessed 
thereon in the Majnamuta Estate. 



In the foemkk settlement. 

In TTTE PEEBENT EE-SETTLEMENT. 

Descbtftion op land. 

Quantity of 
land. 

Jumma. 

Quantity of 
laud. 

Jumma. 


B. c. B. ff. 

Rs. a. r. 

B. c. b. a . 

Rs. a. p. 

Baste (homestead) 

741 5 1 10 

2,796 C 04 

1,273 18 8 10 

6,068 12 0 

Dhasu (high land) 

10,1103 12 8 12 

10,102 2 4} 

17,519 15 7 15 

31,123 8 0 

Total kala 

11,70* * * § 17 10 2 

18,958 8 5 

18,793 14 0 5 

36,192 4 0 

J. a i.l 

70,057 12 2 li 

1,11,429 4 74 

1,06,600 19 15 11 

1,82,892 7 10 

Total kala and jal ... ' 

Resumed rent-free lands de- 
clared to be mal (revenue- 
paying) owing to the neg- 
lect of the proprietors to 
conn; forward and take 

““ 88^02 9 12 34 

1,30,387 13 04 

1,25,454 13 15 16 

2,19,084 11 10 

settlement 

2,845 11 5 6 

1,399 12 04 

* 1,842 5 9 6 

2,723 5 4 

Total 

91,208 1 1 94 

1.31,787 9 0J 

1,27,290 19 9 1 

2,21,808 1 2 

Assessed cul tumble waste ... 

9,011 0 4 17 

7,548 13 04 

5,018 4 1 15 

3,198 7 9 

Total 

1,00,819 1 6 G4 

1,39,330 6 74 

1,32,915 3 10 16 

2,25,006 8 11 

Unassessed culturable waste 

2.011 12 4 18 


4,520 5 13 1G 


„ unculturahle ,, 

37,363 13 6 10?, 



29,761 12 6 15 


Total unassessed 

39,975 5 11 84 


34,281 18 3 11 


Total 

Add the former mal area and 
jumma assessed thereon 

1,40,794 7 1 15 

1,39,330 0 74 

1,67,197 1 14 7 

2,25.006 8 11 

n: pergunnah JNaruamuta 

17,040 4 6 0 

9,892 5 9 



Total 

1,5S,434 11 7 15 

1,49,228 12 4| 



Deduct to avoid fractions . . 



4 6 8 

Remainder 


■ 


2,25,002 2 3 

Junglebooree 

1 3,306 9 9 0 

i 1,144 5 54 

3,202 16 13 0 

t 1,118 1 14 

Confirmed kumdurah 

907 7 0 0 

373 6 2* 

854 15 5 5 

t 376 0 14 

Total 

1,62, 70S 8 0 15 

1,50,746 7 11| 

1,71,251 14 0 12 

2,26,490 3 5| 

Peshkush 

§ 7,408 8 1 


7,589 13 6 

Total 


1,58,155 0 0| 


2,34,080 0 11| 

Julkur 

.... 

788 12 74 


437 8 0 

Total mal 

Ualf-rental resumed rent- 

1,62,708 8 0 15 

1,58,913 12 84 

1,71,254 14 0 12 

2,34,517 8 114 

free 

01,361 18 12 12 

25,180 8 8 

60,521 19 13 15 

25,252 8 74 

Total 

2,24,070 0 13 7 

• 1,84,124 5 44 

2,31,776 13 14 7 

2,59,770 1 7 

Confirmed rent-free 

40,827 15 1 16 


40,013 13 6 0 


Total 

2,64,898 1 15 3 


2,71,790 747 



• This may not be a real decrease. In the case of pergunnah Kusba Hidgellee (as in pergunnah 
Jellamuta of tne Jellamuta estate) such lauds have not been separately assessed and shown in 
,he present re-settlement papers, but they have been amalgamated with the mal area. They are, 
jjowever, included in 2,8456. 11c. 56. and 6gds. extracted from the last settlement papers. 

t The holder of a junglebooree tenure covered with dense jungle lying on the banks of the 
river Hooghly having relinquished his lease, the lands were amalgamated with the mal area assessed 
with full rates, and of course transferred to another head. There has therefore resulted a decrease 
^n the former jumma under head “junglebooree.” 

j The lands comprised in a confirmed kumdurah holding were found to have greatly increased 
in the present remeasurement. The excess lands have been assessed with the former kumdurah 
rates, hence the change in jumma. 

§ These are the figures of the last settlement, but they are incorrect. 

* 5 
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D. 

Statement of Establishment of Putmries proposed to be entertained 
in the Majnamuta Estate^ 


No. 

Names of pergunnahs. 

Number of 

putwaries. 

Rate of 
salary. 

Amount of 
annual re- 
mune- 
ration. 

Remarks. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 




Rs. 

Rs. 


1 

Majnamuta 

20 

5 

1,200 


2 

Doro Dumnan 

15 

5 

900 


3 

Naruamuta 

5 

5 

25 


4 ' 

Eusba Hidgellee 


6 

ISO 


5 

Balijora 


, .. 6 

144 


6 

Narifabad 


* 5 

60 


7 

Kismut Pataspore 

■ . HTB 

6 

120 


8 

„ Shipore 


4 

48 


9 

Datta Khoroi 


5 

60 


10 

Amirabad 

. {■ 

5 

60 


11 

Majna Nyabad 

■■ni 

5 

60 



Total 

52 


3,120 



E. 


Statement of Establishment of Baruas in the Majnamuta Estate . 


No. 

Names of Pergunnahs. 

Present 

Proposed 

Remarks. 

Number. 

Amount of 
remuneration. 

Number. 

Amount of 
remuneration. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 




Rs. ▲. P. 


Rs. ▲. p. 


1 

Majnamuta 

228 

866 14 9 

252 

1,249 5 9 


2 

Doro Dumnan 

100 

785 13 11* 

100 

785 13 11* 


3 

Naruamuta 

24 

179 3 0 

24 

179 3 0 


4 

Eusba HidgeUee 

23 

108 4 4 

24 

135 0 0 


6 

Balijora 

24 

87 9 5 

24 

149 14 0 


6 

Sarifab&d 

19 

43 6 0 

19 

57 3 3 


7 

Kismut Pataspore ... 

11 

90 10 0 

12 

173 3 O 


8 

„ Shipore 


31 5 3| 

5 

38 1 2 


9 

Datta Khoroi 


66 0 0 

11 

66 0 0 


10 

Amirabad 


42 0 0 

6 

33 10 0 


11 

Majna Nyabad 

6 

15 7 9* 

7 

25 13 3 



Total ... 

458 

2,316 lb 6* 

484 

2,893 3 4* 



J. 0. Price, 
Offg. Settlement Officer 
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No. 468A, dated Fort 'William, the 2nd July 1878. 

From— H. L. Harrison, Esq., Secretary to the Board of Bevenue, L.P., 
To — The Secretary to the Government of Bengal, Bevenne Department. 

I am desired to submit the following preliminary report on the 
proceedings connected* with the settlement of the large temporarily- 
settled Majnamuta estate in the Midnapore district. 

2. This report embraces the completion of all proceedings as far 
as the tenant s of the estate are concerned, and contains such informa- 
tion only as bears upon those proceedings. After these have been 
confirmed or modified, it will remain to fix the amount of land revenue 
to be assessed on the estate, and to offer the settlement to the proprie- 
tors on those terms. Until the rents payable by the ryots, and similar 
preliminaries, such as are dealt within this report, are finally determined, 
it would be premature to attempt to make any arrangement with the 
proprietors, as such arrangement would be liable to be disturbed by any 
modification introduce^ into the details : and, as a fact, the zemindars 
would never think of accepting settlement until the precise objections 
of the ryots have been determined and made legally binding on them. 

3. The estate contains 11 pergunnahs, very unequal in size and 
importance, and the Settlement Officer, following the principle adopted 
at the time of the former settlement of the estate in 1845, has 
treated, for the purposes of his reports, each pergunnah separately, not 
as a separate estate, but as an integral portion of the main estate. The 
Commissioner has compressed them into a single report, and the 
Board propose to adopt this course, so far as the general part of their 
report is concerned; comparing, however, separately for each pergunnah 
the rates now proposed with those that were fixed at the last settle- 
ment. In the general review of the main points, the Board have 
made free use of the remarks with which the Commissioner has sub- 
mitted the Settlement Officer’s pergunnah reports. 

4. Geographical position of Majnamuta . — The 11 pergunnahs of 
Majnamuta are all situated in Hidgellee, are therefore only a 
few feet above mean sea level, and, were they not embanked, 
would be exposed to inundations of salt water every high spring- 
tide. Hidgellee is bounded on the east by the river Hooghly where 
it widens into the Bay of Bengal. The course of the river, after 
describing a semi-circle at Diamond Harbour, is nearly due south, 
and two tidal navigable rivers flow into it nearly at right angles 
— the Huldee and the Bagda or JXasulpore. At the time of the last 
settlement, the trade of Hidgellee depended on these rivers. The 
Huldee, flowing on a high bed, is scarcely navigable at low water, 
but the Rasulpore, with a much lower bed, is an excellent artery of 
communication, and throws out numerous branches on either side, up 
which heavily laden boats can penetrate at high tide. Hence inter- 
communication with Calcutta is available within a few miles of almost 
every village of Hidgellee ; and the trade of the country has for years 
consisted of the exportation to Calcutta of its surplus paddy, and the 
importation in return of tobacco, salt (since the cessation of the salt 
manufacture in 1863), English cloth, spices, and firewood, in which 
the whole tract is vjiry deficient. 

This trade during the last eight years has been much developed 
by the opening of the tidal canal, which, starting from Kalinuggur on 
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the Rasulpore about 10 miles from its junction with the Hooghly, 
goes due north and nearly parallel to the Hooghly as far as the 
Huldee, which it crosses at about the same distance from its mouth, 
and then opens into the Hooghly at Gewkhally at the commencement 
of the Diamond Harbour semi-circle, and just \vhere the Roopnarayan 
and Hooghly join. The canal greatly shortens the distance, but it is 
chiefly resorted to on account of the dangers of the Ilooghly naviga- 
tion, where it is almost as exposed as the open sea. Fleets of rice 
boats have often been caught in sudden storms in the Hooghly (especi- 
ally in March and April and wrecked, and in spite, therefore, of their 
having to pay tolls, the canal obtains all the traffic in these months, and 
the bulk of it at all seasons of the year. Thus improved communica- 
tions alone have added something to the value of produce in Hidgellce. 

5. The Majnamuta estate is composed of two parts — out' consist- 
ing of the large pergunnah of Doro Dumnan, which contains about 
one-third of the entire estate, and the other cpnsisting of Majnamuta 
(which contains another one-third), and the remaining nine porgunnahs 
grouped round it, which together are not quite as large as Majnamuta 
or Doro Dumnan alone. 

G. Doro Dumnan is the name which is given to that part of the 
country round which the Hooghly at Diamond Harbour curves. Its 
‘ coast ’ line extends from the Huldee to within about six miles of 
Gewkhally at the canal head. It has, therefore, exceptional advan- 
tages in the way of trade, which enable the ryots to get an unques- 
tionably higher price for their produce than those of the remaining 
pergunnahs. The river at that point is considered safe, and heavily 
laden boats can float up to Cacutta by tidal action alone. Ilence 
prices in Doro Dumnan are almost invariably higher than in any other 
part of the Midnapore district. 

Its situation tends still more to favour the trade in straw. This 
bulky article cannot be exported at all if the distance is great ; and, 
as a fact, no other pergunnah of Majnamuta has any appreciable 
export trade in straw, the value therefore is regulated by the local 
demand. In Doro Dumnan, however, the straw trade with Calcutta 
is very active ; the high steeple-shaped stacks that are erected all 
along the river bank, after the amun rice has been harvested, are a 
conspicuous feature in the country, and these, transferred to the large 
unwieldy boats that are the dread of ships and steamers anchored in 
the river, are floated up for sale in Calcutta. 

7. No other pergunnah of Majnamuta reaches to the Huldee. 
At the mouth of the Rasulpore,* on the north side lies Kusba Hidgellee, 
and on the south Balijora. The former, which is virtually an island, 
surrounded by the Hooghly, the Rasulpore, and the Koonjopore khall, 
has some advantage over the other pergunnahs in a shorter river route, 
so far as its trade trusts this precarious mode of transport ; but if it 
resorts to the canal, it has to go back to the commencement at Kali- 
nagar. Hence, as a whole, and for all practical purposes, almost the 
same prices apply to all the pergunnahs except Doro Dumnan. 

8. Naruamuta and kismut Pataspore are outside the Bagda- 
Rasulpore higher up, and all the other pergunnah^ are south and west 


* ihi§ river is called Rasulpore below the junction with the Serpai and Bagda above it. 
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of that river. Majnamuta extends from the sea coast south of 
Contai at the south-east to near Balighai at the head of the Bagda to 
the north-west, and Balijora, Amirabad, Majna Nyabad, Datta Khoroi, 
kismut Shipore, and Sarifabad lie all round it or intermixed with it, 
forming substantially otie block with it. 

9. History of Estate . — In tracing the history of the estate, it is 
perhaps unnecessary to go further back than the year 1765 A.D., 
when the llon’ble East India Company came into possession of 
the estate on the acquisition of the Dewanny. In that year Jadab 
Rain Roy was the proprietor ; he died in 1780, leaving a sun, 
Kuarnaryan Roy, and three daughters, viz., Bishunpriya, Haripriya, 
and Kuchalmoni. Kuarnaryan succeeded his father in 1781, and died 
in 1782, leaving a minor son, Joynaryan Roy, who died the following 
year, leaving a widow, who adopted Sunder Naryan Roy as her heir. 
The succession then devolved on Joynaryan’s step-mother, Ranee 
Sugandha Deyi, wl^> t jefused a permanent settlement of the estate 
which was ottered her in 1793. Khas management followed till the 
Ranee's death in 1803, when Sunder Naryan Roy, the adopted son of 
Joynaryan Roy, succeeded her. This succession was opposed by Jadub 
Ram Roy's six grandsons (sons of his three daughters abovenamed), 
and the Sudder Dewanny Adawlut decreed the case in their favour. 
Passing over the many changes in the ownership of the estate, result- 
ing from death, sales of shares for debt, and the like, it was regularly 
settled in 1845; but in spite of this in 1851 the proprietors committed 
default and the estate was taken out of their hands and given in farm for 
a term extending to 1866. On the expiration of this term, a summary 
settlement was made with the proprietors for 1867-68 on substantially 
rhe same terms as in 1845, followed by a renewal for five years till 1872, 
which again was extended from 1873 till such time as a regular 
measurement and re-settloment of the estate could be made. The pre- 
sent shareholders claim, either by descent or purchase, from the grand- 
sons of Jadab Ram. One of these died, and his share was inherited 
by three others, who thus hold 4 + -} of { = . The present incum- 
bents of these shares are Baboo Anandlall Roy, the head of the 
family, and two ladies, Srimutti Brohmomohi and Srimutti Satyabhama. 
The other two shares have passed out of the family, one of them still 
consisting of 4 th is held by Srimutti Rammohiui Debi, and the other 
divided into two equal portions, T '-.th each, is held by Baboos Brindabun 
Chunder Mundul and Joynarain Qiri. 

10. Present position of the Estate . — The estate is thus still held 
in six separate, though no longer equal, shares, for each of which 
separate accounts have been opened under section 10, Act XI of 
1859. During the pendency of the present settlement proceed- 
ings all the shareholders dofaulted in January 1875, and the estate 
was brought under khas management for five years from 9th Feb- 
ruary 1875, under the provisions of section 4, Regulation IX of 
1825. The default which led to khas management cannot be said to 
have necessarily resulted from over- assessment, but was rather due 
to the disputes of the shareholders, to the incapacity of most of them 
to manage their affairs, and to the organized opposition of the ryots. 
The collections, since The estate has been under khas management, have 
sufficed to pay all the expenses of management, and at the same time 
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rapidly to reduce the arrears of revenue, till they have by this time 
been very nearly liquidated. This has been done, however, without 
taking any rent from the proprietors for their nijjote lands, such 
claims having been allowed to be set off against their malikana. 

11. Measurement , — The Commissioner 'flfrites under this head as 
follows — 

The measurements have been made carefully and in accordance 
with the rules. It was generally cad astral or field by field, but in some 
cases in which large plots of unoulturable waste or jungle were found, the 
measurement was mehalwari. The area was first computed in standard 
bighas and then reduced to local bighas to admit of the application of 
local rates. The local bigha is considerably larger than the standard 
bigha, containing as it does 19,845 square feet, against 14,400 square 
feet, the measurement of the former. The local standard pole is 7 feet 
10^ inches long, 20 of which by 16 make a local bigha ; hence an 
English acre is equal to bighas 2-3-14 of the^local measurement. In 
Doro Dumnan the ryots strongly objeoted at the commencement to 
the lands being measured according to the English standard ; but their 
objection was overruled.* * * * In Kusba Hidgellee the almost total 
absence of field embankments, raised with the view of marking the 
boundaries of holdings of different ryots, gave rise to frequent disputes 
regarding field boundaries, and Mr. Price mentions a peculiar mode 
of settlement of such disputes out of court.* * * * The accuracy of 
the measurements in all the pergunnahs has been generally admitted 
by the ryots, almost all of whom have signed the measurement 
papers. 

The table below shows the total area of the estate in local bighas, 
pergunnah by pergunnah, as ascertained in the present and former 
settlement, the area assessed and that left out of assessment— 



PEE SENT SETTLEMENT 
ABBA IN LOCAL 
BIGHAS. 

Former settlement 

ABBA IN LOCAL 
BIGHAS. 

Percentage op— 

Assessed, including 
resumed rent-free. 

UnAssessed, includ- 
ing rent-free. 

1 

Assessed, including 
resumed rent-free. 

Unnsscssed, includ- 
ing rent-free. 

Total. 

Increase of total 
area, column 1 on 
column 7. 

Increase of assessed 
area, column 2 on 
column 0. 

Decrease of una<- 
sessed area, column 

6 on column 3. 

1 

2 

8 1 

B 

B 

B 

B 

8 

9 

10 

]. Majnaxnuta 

2. Doro Dumnan 

3. Kusba Hidgellee 

4. Balijora 

5. Datta Khorci 

€. Nyabad Majna 

7. Naruamuta 

8. Sarifabad 

9. Amirabad 

10. Kismut'Shipore 

11. „ Pataspore ... 

Total 

Mai jalpai of kismut 
Pataspore 

72,162 

6*2,871 

13,417 

7,946 

4,214 

1,275 

17,600 

2,627 

2,693 

2,085 

10,761 

21,933 

27,506 

4,911 

3,392 

1,473 

409 

9,264 

1,092 

695 

732 

2,888 

94,095 

90,377 

18,328 

11,337 

6,687 

1,684 

26,864 

3,719 

3,388 

2,817 

13,649 

64,050 

59,802 

10,379 

7.623 
4,142 
1,183 

13,300 

2,207 

2.623 
1,955 

10,093 

28,511 

24,868 

8,597 

4,401 

1,252 

474 

13,401 

1,267 

753 

741 

3,183 

92,561 

84,670 

18,976 

12,024 

5,394 

1,667 

26,791 

3,474 

3,376 

2,696 

13,276 




1,97,660 

74,295 

2,71,945 

1,77,367 

87,538 

(2,64,895 

2*6 

11*4 

151 

178 

21 

199 
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12. Compared with the former settlement, the area under re- 
settlement now obtained shows an increase in all the pergunnahs, except 
Kusba Hidgellee and Balijora, where there has been a decrease owing 
to diluvion. The increase is most conspicuous in Doro Dumnan, which 
has gained largely by Slluvial accretion since the last measurement. 
Taken as a whole, the area under settlement has increased by bighas 
7,050. The assessed area has increased by bighas 20,293, while the 
unassessed area has diminished by bighas 13,243 : all this is satis- 
factory. 

1 3. The ameens’ detailed measurements of fields were tested here 
and there professionally. The aggregate areas of the villages, obtained 
by totalling the areas of each field, as found by the ameens, was also 
tested by comparison with the areas of the villages as calculated by 
professional survey. 

14. The following table shows the unexplained discrepancies 
which remain betweeijJ^e areas found by the survey and the settle- 
ment parties respectively in each pergunnah, after making allowance 
on each side for the differences which can be accounted for — 


Pbbguknaub. 

Area 

by survey. 

Area by 
settlement 
measure- 
ment. 

Aggregate differences. 

Percentage of 
discrepancy. 

Increase. 

Decrease. 

l 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 


Acres. 

Acres. 

Acres. 

Acres. 


Majnamuta 

45,783 

45,690 


93 

*2 

Doro Dumnan 

45,540 

44,976 


564 

1*2 

Kuhba Hidgellee 

12,193 

11,826 


367 

3*0 

Balijora 

8,638 

8,645 

7 


*1 

Datta Khoroi 

2,594* 

2,652* 

68 


2*2 

Nyabad Majna 

1,261 

1,219 


42 

3*3 

Karuamuta 

t 





Sarifabad 

1,736 

1,691 


45 

2*6 

Amirabad 

2,177 

2,149 


28 

1*3 

Kisrnut Shipore 

1,367 

1,838 


29 

2*1 

„ Pataspore 

6,879 

6,656 


223 

3*2 


* These are exclusive of the area of one village, the figures not having been received of the pro- 
fessional survey. ... .... 

t No comparison could be made owing to the figures not having been yet received of the pro- 
fessional survey. 


15. Classification of land . — The Commissioner writes as follows 
under this head — 

Kala and jal are the main classifications of the lands throughout the 
estate. The kala comprise the high lands and are sub-divided into 
bastu (homestead) and dhasa and balu dhasa, the last two of which are 
suited for the production of different kinds of cold-weather erops, and 
in some cases bamboo and Contai nuts. The jal lands are low and fit 
only for the cultivation of paddy, which is the staple produce of the 
estate. Differences in the productiveness of this class of land are found 
in different pergunnahs, and sometimes in different villages in the same 
pergunnah. * * * * In the former settlement there were no recog- 
nized sub-divisions o£ the jal or rice land, but in the present settlement 
Mr. Price, in somef instances, decided on importing a sub-division in 
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classification of this kind of land. * * * In Kusba Hidgellee it is 
said that jal lands are sub divided into first class and second class 
lands. * * * * In Majnamuta three classifications of jal lands have 
been made in accordance with the wishes of the ryots, and corresponding 
rates assessed on each class. * * * Jungle can hardly be met with in 
the estate, except in a few places outside the great sea dyke. 

16. Embankments. — The great sea dyke referred to by the Com- 
missioner, constructed during the last ten years and completed 
only two years ago, is the large embankment which runs along 
the coast from the junction of the Rasulpore and Hooghly to 
the sand-hills of Bircool. This embankment is designed to exclude 
a storm-wave as high as the highest ever yet known, but the 
only part of the Majnamuta estate which it protects is pergunnah 
Balijora and a very small portion of pergunnah Majnamuta. A sand 
ridge, some 30 to 50 feet high, and from J toj mile in breadth, 
intersects the country about six miles inland from the sea parallel to 
which it runs, and this has in all time been a gFSht protection to the 
country north of it. Above, i.e., north of the Rasulpore, it is not 
permitted to embank against a cyclone wave from fear of causing the 
destruction of Calcutta, and as a consequence both Kusba Hidgellee 
and Doro Dumnan are exposed to this risk, and in 1864 when 
a large cyclone wave came up the Hooghly, both of them suffered 
cruelly ; the mortality in Doro Dumnan alone, over which the wave 
made a clean sweep, being estimated at 10,000 souls. Along this part 
of the coast, however, and along the Huldee, the Rasulpore, and all the 
tributary khalls of the latter, embankments are maintained at the 
expense of Government sufficient to keep out the highest spring tides, 
and thus cultivation enjoys practical immunity in all but abnormal 
seasons. 

17. Within these exterior embankments an elaborate system of 
interior embankments, called grambheries, is kept up in most pergun- 
nahs ; indeed, it might be said in all, as the smaller pergunnahs. use 
the grambheries of the larger ones with which they are intermixed. 
These grambheries take the place of ails, or field ridges, which the ryots 
assert are not suited to Hidgellee owing to its extreme flatness. The 
grambheries are designed to retain on each tract its own rainfall, and 
each of these tracts has communication with an outlet khall or drainage 
channel to enable it to pass off surplus water when the rainfall is 
excessive. The grambheries have furnished a subject of controversy 
for the last 50 years. Generally speaking scientific officers and central 
authorities have doubted their utility, while local officers, and especially 
all officers engaged in settling the estate, have supported the ryots in 
declaring them (as these latter do) to be indispensable to cultivation. 

Accordingly, in 1839, when Government B granted an allowance to 
all the Hidgellee estates for keeping the drainage channels clear of silt 
(that of Majnamuta being 1,057 Sa. Rs.), a similar allowance was 
refused for the maintenance of grambheries, the Board and Government 
questioning their utility. The Settlement Officer, however, of 1845, 
Mr. Moffat Mills, was satisfied that they were necessary, and accord- 
ingly granted 5 per cent, extra for their maintenance, absorbing, at 
the same time, the allowance of 1,057 Sa. Rs. f:>r drainage channels. 
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Practically therefore (though not expressly stated) the allowance (of 

over lls. 6,000) served for both purposes. 

******* 

20. In some pergynnahs the ryots have signed the jummabundies, 
so accepting the enhanced assessment. But in several pergunnahs, 
aud in several villages of other pergunnahs, they have absolutely 
refused to do so, taking the ground that the productive power of the 
land lias actually diminished by exhaustion of the soil, and that the 
Settlement Officer has no right to enhance rents, except for increased 
area of cultivation. 

2 1 . The Board are far from satisfied that any general increase 
in the productive power of the soil could be established. Portions of 
country no doubt have been improved, and loss of crops prevented, 
when greater protection than formerly has been afforded, as of course 
have been the 20,000 bighas tint have been cultivated since the last 
settlement ; and it is ’to be regretted that Mr. Price has been disposed 
to lean more on this questionable ground and less on grounds of 
enlian cement not open to question than was desirable. 

Thus, in order to test the average pressure of his rates, the 
Settlement Officer has in 10 out of the 11 pergunnahs comprising 
the estate made elaborate calculations founded on a comparison of the 
present settlement with that of 1845, as regards average produce per 
bigha during the two periods ; its value, the cost of production, and 
* ride next p.m^ph * lie rents > respectively. A perusal of the remarks 
in whin, an extract from in one case (pergunnah Majnamuta* may be 
Mr i'lice s report is tfiveu. taken) will show the mode of test adopted by the 
Settlement Officer in each case. 

These calculations and tests have been applied only to the jal or 
rice lands, the variety of the produce of the dhasa 
lands making it difficult to draw similar compari- 
sons The assessed jal lands in the entire estate 
amount to 106,660 bighas out of 125,452f 
bighas of the assessed area, or a little over 85 
per cent. ; the remainder consists of dhasa and a 
small percentage of bastu land, and it may fairly 
be assumed that any increase in the rent-paying 
capacity which may be established in respect of 
the rice lands has been followed by a correspond- 
ing rise in* the high lands. The following is an 
extract from Mr. Price’s report on pergunnah 
Majnamuta as to the principle followed in fixing his assessments: — 

“ In the assessment of this pergunnah (Majnamuta), it was found 
difficult to institute a comparison with the rates prevailing in neigh- 
bouring permanently-settled pergunnahs, because there are no snob 
pergunnahs immediately adjacent where any regular or systematic 
assessment has been made by the proprietors. In Bahirimuta and 
Dacanmal the zemindars collect according to the utbandi system, where 
the ryots pay what they have always done — in many cases no more than 
they please. If rates were to be evolved from the amount of rents paid 
by the ryots of theseipergunnahs, they would be found scarcely, if at 
all, in excess of the "old rates fixed for Majnamuta. Other perma- 
nently-settled pergunnahs are separated from Majnamuta by other 

6 


t The t<>tsr area 

show n in the tahl- aiin-\ 
ed to paiairraph 11 ^ 

lvJ7.li.-i') bigiias includes 
.bout — 

62,<)35 hitiha** of re- 
Minn'd rout-ire*', 
tf.li'o bighas of culti- 
vated waste assessed 
land, 

4,Oo 8 bit: has mokur- 
lari, kamdara, <fec ; 
an equal proportion of this 
area ho far as cultivated 
would also c> n««ist of rice 
laud. 
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temporarily-settled pergunnahs, the assessment of which has been 
reported elsewhere ; with this assessment, and the proposed assessment of 
Majnamuta, a comparison can fairly be instituted. * * * * A general 
equality will be noticed between these rates. tl 

“ There are few or no under-tenants in the pergunnah who pay rent 
in money to the ryot of the former settlement, with whom alone I have 
to deal in this re-settlement. There are under-tenants who pay half 
the produce to the superior ryot, or who contract to give a certain 
number of maunds of produce per bigha, but actual cultivating under- 
tenants, under agreement to pay a certain rate in money per bigha to 
a superior ryot, who is an absentee, or who, having too much land to 
cultivate it all by himself, lets it out to others, there are none or they 
are very scarce. Our enquiries, therefore, have been directed with a 
view to show that the productive powers of the soil and the ^ alue of the 
produce have increased since the last settlement, otherwise than at the 
expense or by the agency of the ryot. The Deputy Collector cut the 
paddy in good as well as in bad laud in no less than 52 villages of the 
pergunnah in 1875-76 ; he cut again in 1876-77 in 30 villages. He 
found the average produce of paddy per bigha in the former year to 
be 9 maunds 1 seer 4 chittacks ; in the latter 8 maunds 21 seers 4 chit- 
tacks. The average of the two years would be 8 maunds 31 seers 
4 chittacks. As the greatest care and trouble were taken to secure 

accurate returns, 1 have little doubt that the outturn of 8 maunds 

31 seers 4 chittacks is really the average produce of paddy per bigha 
of rice land in the pergunnah. In 1873-74 the price of paddy rose so 
high as Rs. 1-6 per maund ; in 1875 and 1876 it fell so low as 8 annas. 
In fact the price of paddy is never steady in Hidgellee ; but I do not 
think I shall be taking an abnormally high rate if I select 12 annas as 
the average price of paddy per maund in Hidgellee during the last few 

years. The value of the average pro- 
duce of a bigha of rice land would be 
B ' A ' P ' at this rate Rs. 6-9-4, and to this 
0 6 0 should be added the value of the straw 

0 10 6 (8 annas) — total Its 7-1-4. From this 

sum should be deducted Rs. 2-8, the 
0 3 0 average cost of cultivation per bigha 
0 7 6 that have been estimated universally 
060 throughout Hidgellee in the present 
030 re-sdttlements. The details are given 
0 3 0 in the margin. The ryot, after deduc- 
020 tion °f costs of cultivation, would be 

left with Rs. 4-9-4 to pay the rent 

2 8 0 which we have assessed on the average 
at Rs. 1-11 per bigha. The profit 
per bigha would be Rs. 2-14-4, which is considerably more than the 
rent the ryot would have to pay by our proposals. If the zemindar 
were supposed to be entitled to, say, 25 per cent, of the gross value of 
the produce, he would get Rs. 1-12-4, which sum even is in excess of 
the rate assessed by us. The average rate of the last settlement was 
.Rs. 1-8 per bigha of rice land, and in estimating^ the value of a ryot’s 
holding, the following strange calculation was made. It was said that 
each ryot would have in his holding three bighas of high (dhasa) land 


Details. 


]6 seers of seed-paddy 
7 plonuhs, at 1£ annas each 
2 coolies required to make 
the land fit for receiving 
the seed . 

6 coolies for sowing, at 1^ an- 
nas each 

4 coolies for reaping... 

2 coolies for carrying the 
paddy home 
2 coolies for threshing 

Wear and tear of imple- 
ments ... 

Total 
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and 12 bighas of rice land ; the costs of cultivation of the high land 
were estimated to be Us. 18 and the rent Rs. 6 — total Rs. 24 ; the 
value of the produce was estimated to be Rs. 25, the profit to the ryot 
was only 1 lie. for three bighas, or 5 annas 4 pie per bigha. The 
costs of the cultivation oJ the 12 bighas of rice land were estimated to 
be 11s. 18, the rent also to be Rs. 18 — total Rs. 36 ; the value of the 
produce to be Rs. 41, the profit that was left to the ryot was said to be 
Rs. 5, or 6 annas 8 pie per bigha. In the costs of cultivation was 
included, it is true, the value of the ryot’s own labour. If a compari- 
son be made with the figures of the proposed re-settlement, the result 
is altogether in favour of our proceedings on the side of lenient treat- 
ment of the ryot. That the productive powers of the soil have increas- 
ed there can be no doubt ; the Government embankments afford perfect 
protection to the land from salt-water inundations, whether from the 
sea on the east, or the Pichabani khal on the south-west, or the Serpai 
river on the north. The ryots cultivate now without any danger or 
risk save from drought ; the sluices in the public embankments afford 
perfect drainage of superfluous rain-water. There is no express mention 
made m the former papers of the outturn of a bigha of rice land, but 
from inference, by a consideration of the figures given in the papers of 
the settlement of this as well as of other pergunnahs, notably Balijora, 
6 maunds, 20 seers of paddy seem to have been estimated as the outturn 
from a bigha, and the value per maund is expressly stated to be 7 
annas. A comparison of the actuals brought to light in the present 
re -settlement with the estimates made at the time of the last settlement 
will show conclusively that both the productive powers of the land, as 
well as the value of the produce, have increased since 1845 without any 
action on the part of the ryot. That the rates are fair will appear from 
a consideration of the fact that one-fifth of the ryots in the 427 villages 
of the pergunnahs have signed the jummabundee ; others have expressed 
their willingness to pay the new rates, but still have not signed ; the 
ryots of a few villages object to enhancement altogether.” 

22. The following table shows the comparative results of the 
present compared with the former settlement, pergunnah by pergunnah, 
on an average bigha of J and as brought out by the Settlement Officer 
in accordance with his arguments detailed above — 


I. — Pergunnah Majnamuta , 94,095 bighas. 



Average 

[ Value of 

Deduct 

Profit 
of the 
ryot. | 



produce 

in 

paddy- 

Paddy. 

Straw. 

Total. 

I Cost of 
cultiva-J 
tion. 

Average! 
rent, j 

! Total. 

1 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

! 6 

7 

8 

1 9 

10 


M. s. c. 

Rs. A.P. 

Rs. A.P. 

Rs. A.P. 

Rs. A P.j 

Rs. A.P.j 

Rs. A.P 

1 

Rs. A. P.| 

Rs. 

Previous settlement .. * 

Present ditto 

8 31*' 4 

6***9 4 

0 8 0 

3 6 8 
7 14 

1 8 0. 1 7 0 

2 8 0 1 11 0 

2 15 0 
4 3 0 

0 7 8' 
2 U 4 



Pelcentage of gross value taken as rent ... 
Ditto net profit as rent 


2S\S 

37 
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IL — Pergunnah Doro JDumnan, 90,377 bighas. 



1 

Value of 

| Depvct 

the 


Average 
duce m p 

j Paddy. 

Straw. 

Total. 

Cost of* 
cultiva- 
tion. 

Average 

rent. 

Total. 

Profit of 

ryot. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 


M. s. c. 

Rs. A.F. 

RS. A.F. 

Rs. A.F. 

Rs. A.F. 

Rs. A.F. 

Rs. A.F 

Rs. A.F. 

Rs. 

Previous settlement 

6 20 0 

8 6 0 

10 0 

4 6 0 

1 11 2 

19 6 

3 4 8 

114 


Present ditto 

7 32 0 

7 12 9 

18 0 

9 4 9 

5 0 Oj 

1 15 C 

6 15 6 

2 5 3 



Percentage of gross value taken as rent 
Ditto net profit as rent 


III. — Pergunnah Eusba Hidgellee , 18,328 bighas. 


Previous settlement 
Present ditto 


31. s. c. 

Rs. A.F. 

RS. A.F. 

9 0 0 

3 0 0 

0 8 0 

9 21 0 

7 3 0 

0 8 0 


Percentage of gross value taken as rent 
Ditto net profit as rent 


IV. — Pergunnah BaUjora , 11,337 bighas. 


Previous settlement 
Present ditto 


31. 8. C. 

Rs. a.pJrs. a p 

US. A.F. 

Rs. A P. 

Rs. A.F. 

Rs. A.P. Rs. A.F.! 

5 10 0 

2 4 0* 0 8 0 

2 12 0 

1 7 fi 


! I 

10 31 0 

8 1 0. 0 4 0 

8 5 0 

2 8 0 

1 11 0 

4 3 0, 4 2 U 

' - i 


Percentage of gross value taken as rent 
Ditto net profit as rent 


V. — Pergunnah Datta Khoroi , 5,687 bighas. 


i 

M. s. c. 

Rs. a.p.'rs. a.f. Rs. A.P.jRs. A.P. 

Rs. A.F. 

R.S. A.F. Rs. A.P.j 

Ks. 

Previous settlement ... ! 

3 36 0 

3 6 ol 0 6 0 3 12 O' 1 5 0 

1 5 6 

2 10 fi 1 1 6 


Present ditto . . 

9 20 0 

7 2 00 8 07 10 Oj 2 8 0 

19 6 

4 1 6 3 8 6 



Percentage of gross value taken as rent 
Ditto net profit as rent 



20*9 
i 311 

] 


VI. — Pergunnah Nyabad Majna , 1,684 bighas . 



M. s. c. Rs. a. p Rs. a.p.Irs. a.pJrs. a.fJrs. a.f. Rs. a.f. Rs. a.f. 

Es. 

Previous settlement 

Not given in former papers. 


Present ditto 

8 20 0 6 6 0 0 8 0| 6 14 0j 2 8 0| 1964162 12 6 



Percentage of gross value taken as rent ... f ... 
Ditto net profit as rent ... .1 ... 


28*2 

80*4 
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VII . — Pergunnah Sarifubad, 3,719 bighas . 



ef 1 
a I 1 

© c 

go* 

u 

Value of | 

\ 

Deduct 

Profit of the 
ryot. 


Paddy. 

i 

Straw. 

! 

Total. 

| turn, j rcnt - 

1 

l 

Total. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 ! 7 

i | 

8 

9 

10 


M. 8. c. 

Its. A.P. 

Rs. A.P. 

Rs. A.P. 

^Rs. a.p.|rs. A.P. 

1 

Rs. A.P. 

i 

Rs. A.P. 

Rs. 

Previous settlement 



1 

3 8 ft 

| 1 8 ft| i 7 0 

2 15 A 

0 9 0 


Present ditto 

8 29 ’ 0 

6 8 ' 9 

o 

or 

O 

7 0 9 

j 2 8 Oj 1 12 G 

4 4 0 ( 

2 11 3 


Percentage of gross value taken hs rent .. 



253 


Ditto 

net profit as rent 



39 1 


VIII. — Pergunnah Amirabad , 3,388 bighas . 



M. S. c. 

Rs. A.P 

Rs. A.pJrs. A.P.|Rs. A.P.Irs. A.P. 

Rs. A.P. 

Rs. A.P. 

Rs. 

Previous settlement 
Present ditto 

8 32 0 

0 9 0 

Not given in former papers. 

0 4 Oj 6 13 (>| 2 8 0| 1 12 (i 

4 4 oj 

2 9 0 



Percentage of gross value taken as rent 

Ditto net profit as rent 

... 


25-6 
40 6 


/X . — Khmut Shipore , 2,817 bighas . 



M. s. c 

Rs. A.P. 

Rs. A.P. 

Rs. A.P. 

Rs. A.P. 

Rs. A.P. 

IRS. A.P. 

Previous settlement 
Present ditto 

6 36 ft 

5 2 9 

0 s' 0 

3 8 0 
5 10 9 

1 8 0 
2 8 (' 

19 0 
1 11 0 

3 10 

4 3 0 


Percentage of gross value taken as rent 
I)itto net profit as rent 


30 

532 


X . — Kismut Pataspore , 13,649 bighas . 



M. 8. c. 

'Ks. A.P. 

RS. A.P. 

Rs. A, P.|rs. A.P. 

Rs. A.P. 

Rs. A.P. 

Rs. A.P. 

Previous settlement 
Present ditto 

CD 

u.’ 

op 

6 1* 0 

O’ ’8” oj 

5 6 O 1 1 12 ft 

6 9 Oj 2 8 0 

12 0 
15 6 

2 14 0 

3 13 6 

0 8 0 
2 11 6 


Percentage of gross value taken as rent 
Ditto net profit as rent 


Rs. 


20 '4 
331 


In the remainining pergunnah, Naruamuta, the rates have been 
enhanced by comparison with the rates prevalent in neighbouring 
estates. 

23. In the above paragraphs the Board have given a brief out- 
line of the elaborate arguments and calculations by which Mr. Price 
has sought to justify his comparatively slight augmentations of rent. 
Unfortunately they are, in the opinion of the Board, altogether 
fallacious and unsound. The value of the figures obviously depends 
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on the soundness of the data as to the average outturn of produce 
per bigha as shown in column 2 of the above table. This, it will be 
seen, has been carefully calculated after actual experiment by the Settle- 
ment Officers from samples of crops cut from various fields of various 
qualities in each pergunnah. But due consideration has not been given 
to the fact that both the years, ns., 1875 and 1876, in which the experi- 
ments were made, were far above the average of years in productive- 
ness. The former year was admittedly an exceptionally good year, 
and the latter, though not quite so good over the whole district, was 
very nearly as good in Hidgellee. In fact, Mr. Dampier must express 
his surprise at Mr. Price having been led to adopt them as average 
years when evidences in abundance were present to satisfy him that 
they were years of exceptionally good crops. The season of 1875 was 
generally considered to be about the best season for the rice crop 
within the memory of the inhabitants. His own statement that 
prices of paddy fell to 8 annas a maund in 1876 should have protected 
Mr. Price against such an error. If the outturn of these years was 
taken as average of yield, the ruling prices of the same years should 
also have been taken as average prices. The excellence of these years is 
a matter of general notoriety, but it is also fully borne out by thethana 
prices-current of the Hidgellee division quoted in paragraph 26 below, 
and indeed by Mr. Price’s own admission above. It will be seen that 
in the seasons following the cutting of these crops the price of common 
rice fell very low, and there is no saying how much it would not have 
continued falling had not the earliest rumours of scarcity in Madras 
led to enormous exportations and a consequent rebound in prices. If, 
then it were necessary for the present purpose to adopt any average 
of produce per bigha as likely to hold good over a series of years, 
it would be necessary to place it considerably lower than the average 
yielded by the Settlement Officer’s experiments on the crops of 1875 
and 1876. All the deductions as to the effect of his rates which 
Mr. Price has made from his averages are therefore vitiated ; and 
indeed those deductions, as they stand, would justify an increase of 
rents ranging, not from 8 to 70 per cent., as the Settlement Officer has 
made, but in some pergunnahs of as much as 250 per cent. The very 
moderation of his enhancements, based of course on local experience 
and enquiry, shows the fallacy of the data which would justify their 

increase four- fold. # 

24. Again, taking the case of. Majnamuta according to the 
Settlement Officer’s figures, he leaves to the ryot as much as 63 per cent, 
of the net pofit, while taking only 37 per cent, as the rent or zemindar’s 
, share ; in other words, after deducting cost of cultivation, he gives 
1 the ryot a beneficial interest in the soil nearly twice as great as that 
\ of the zemindar. To see how widely this differs from the division of 
1 profits between zemindar and ryot, which, broadly speaking, may be 
1 said to be in vogue in the country, it may be contrasted with the 
\ proportions in which the crop is generally found to be divided where rents 
I are taken in kind. As a general rule, the zemindar, in these cases, 

\ takes half the crop as rent, all of which is a clear gain to him ; while 
*out of the remaining half the ryot has to pay the costs of cultivation ; 

\ » 



PART I.] 


Board’s Report on Majnamuta . 


47 


so that the ryot/s net profit is far below that of the zemindar instead of 
far above it, as allowed by Mr. Price. 

25. The Settlement Officer notices with surprise what he terms 
the extraordinary calculation of the settlement of 1845, by which so 
small a margin (varying from Its. 1-3 to 6 annas 8 pie per bigha) 
was left to the ryot after deducting the cost of cultivation and rent 
from the value of the gross produce. He considers this margin would 
have been altogether insufficient for the support of the ryot ; but he 
has overlooked the consideration that the ryot does not depend for his 
maintenance only on the margin which is left to him out of the net 
profit after deducting the cost of cultivation as well as the rent. A 
considerable portion, at any rate, of his maintenance comes out of the 
cost of cultivation, which may be said to be paid to him as the wages of 
his own labour and of that of his family expended on that cultivation. 
Theoretically, at any rate, it is precisely the cost of cultivation which 
supplies him, so far as he is a mere agricultural labourer, with a bare 
subsistence, and any margin of profit left to him after the deduction of 
his rent and the expenses of cultivation represents his beneficial interest 
in the soil as a sort of co-proprietor, and is in excess of what would be 
enjoyed by a ryot cultivating at the theoretical rack-rent which would 
just enable him to live upon the land. Thus it appears that the 
division of the produce made in 1845, instead of being an extra- 
ordinary calculation, far more accurately represents the relative 
interests of the ryot and the zemindar after deducting the costs of 
cultivation than that which Mr. Price would substitute for it. 

26. Hence Mr. Dampier must conclude that Mr. Price has 
greatly over-estimated the average value of the produce, and also in 
some eases, notably in Doro Dumnan, partly balanced this by also 
over-estimating the cost of production, and the Settlement Officer’s 
tests being thus rejected, it will be asked — how are the proposed 
enhancements to be tested ? It so happens that the average value of 
produce (rice), with reference to which the rents were fixed at the 
settlement of 1845 in most of the pergunnahs, has been ascertained 
and recorded. On the other hand, the prices which have ruled during 
the last series of years are recorded in the official prices- current. A 
means of testing the proposed enhancement in rates is then at hand, 
which, if not actually precise, is sufficient for the present purpose, and 
which, while of the simplest and most obvious kind, strictly complies 

with the requirements of the enhancement laws.* 
Act vni°of 1869 . eU8a A statement, marked A, has been compiled in the 
Section 3, Bengal Act II I Board’s Office, taken from weekly thana returns 
of 18 ' 8, of all the thanas in Hidgellee, showing the average 

prices of common paddy during each half of every year from 1872 to 
1877. These figures are not absolutely reliable, for different Sub- 
Inspectors adopt different classes of paddy as their idea of the average 
type, and certain averages have been expressly marked in the state- 
ment as clearly too low or too high. But, comparing the position of 
the thanas with the known course of trade and with one another, the 
Board are satisfied that the ultimate average obtainable from an 
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analysis of them is fairly reliable as a guide to prices now obtainable. 
In the last column of this statement will be seen the price per maund, 
which, as it appears to Mr Dampier, may very safely be adopted as an 
average to hold good through a series of years. 

27. The average has not been adopted by mechanical calculation, 
but by a general consideration of the prices which have ruled at 
different times since 1872. Any remarkably high prices which can be 
accounted for by special reasons have not been taken into consider- 
ation ; and the fact has been borne in mmd that the selling price in 
the field will probably be half an anna to an anna per mauud lower 
than that recorded at the mart. Mr. Dampier has also availed himself 
of the lociil knowledge which has been available to him. On the 
whole, he thinks that the following average prices may be taken as 
being quite safely within the mark — 

(A) — For Doro Dumnan, which is in direct water communica- 

tion with Calcutta without payment of canal tolls, 
and in which prices are naturally higher than in other 
pergunnahs, 14 annas 6 pie per maund. 

(B) — Majnamuta, Kusba Hidgellee, Amirabad, Naruamuta, 

Sarifabad, and Nyabad M.-nna, 11 annas per maund. 

(H — It is probable that 11 annas might be taken for all the 
remaining pergunnahs ; but to be on the safe side, 
Mr. Dampier would concede to Bali j ora, Kismut 
Pataspore/. Datta Khoroi, and Kismut Sliipore 10 
annas 6 pie. 

28. From these data a table has been constructed, and is given 
below, showing the percentage of the rise in prices in each pergunnah 
since the last settlement in 1845, and the percentage by which the 
average rates now assessed by the Sett lenient Officers on rice land 
exceed the average of the last settlement — 


/. — Pergunnah Majnmn it (a. 



Area of jal land 
not included 
in re>umed 
lakhiraj land. 

Totsil 

assessment on 
jal land. 

Averate rate of 
rent per 
bigha. 

i 

! A verneo price 
j of paddy per 

1 maund. 

1 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 


Bi^has. 

Rs. 

Rs. A. F. 

Rs. A. P. 

Previous settlement ... 

30,461 

43,95* 

1 7 0 

0 7 0 

Present ditto 

38,071 

63,595 

1 11 0 

o n o 

Percentage of increase 



173 

671 


II. — Pergunnah Doro Dumnan . 



Bighas. 

Rs. 

Rs. A. P. 

Rs. A. P. 

Previous settlement 

*17,929 

44,466 

19 6 

0 8 3 

Present ditio 

32,538 

64,199 

1 15 6 

0 14 6 

Percentage of increase 


23*5 

757 


I 
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III . — Pergunnah Kusba Hidgellee. 


• 

Area of jallana 
not included 
in resumed 
lakhir&j land. 

Total 

assessment 
on jal 
land. 

Average rate 
of rent per 
bigha. 

Average price 
of paddy 
per 

maund. 

1 

2 

8 

* i 

6 

Previous settlement 

Present ditto 

Percentage of increase 

Bighas. 

5,518 

6,428 

Rs. 

6,345 

11,777 

Rs. ▲. P. 

12 6 

1 13 0 
56*7 

Rs. a. p. 

0 6 4* 

0 11 0 
100*0 

IV.— 

Pergunnah Balijora . 




Bighas. 

Rs. 1 

Rs. A. P. 

Rs. A. P. 

Previous settlement 

3.487 

4,749 

16 0 

0 7 0 

Present ditto 

4,31)9 

7,463 

1 11 0 

0 10 6 

Percentage of increase 

227 

50-1 


V. — Pergunnah Datta Khoroi . 



Bighas. 

Rs. 

Rs. A. P. 

Rs. A. P. 

Previous settlement 

1,671 

2,251 

15 6 

About 0 7 0 

Present ditto 

Percentage of increase 

2,5S5 

4,147 

19 6 
18-6 

0 10 6 

50- 


VI. — Pergunnah Nyabad Majna . 



Bighas. 

Rs. 

Rs. A. P. 

Rs. A. P. 

Previous settlement 

668 

628 

0 15 0 

0 6 0 

Present ditto 

1 744 

1,138 

19 6 

OH o 

Percentage of increase 



700 | 

83-3 

VII. — Pergunnah 

Sarifabad. 



Bighas. 

Rs. 

Rs. A. P. 

Rs. A. P. 

Previous settlement 

1,379 

2,007 

17 0 

0 7 0 

Present ditto 

1,580 

2,808 

1 12 6 1 

0 11 0 

Percentage of iucrease 



23‘9 j 

571 

VIII. — 

Pergunnah Amirabad. 



Bighas. 

Rs. 

Rs. A. P. 

Rs. A. F. 

Previous settlement 

866 

1,287 

18 0 

0 6 6 

Present ditto 

918 

1,624 

1 12 0 

0 11 0 

Percentage of increase 



16'6 

69’ 


IX. — Kismut Shipore. 



Bigbmi. 

Rs 

Rs. A. P. 

Rs. A. P. 





Not 

Previous settlement 

1,115 

1,749 

19 0 

above 0 7 0 

Present ditto 

1,213 

2,047 

1 11 0 

0 10 6 

Percentage of increase 



8-0 

50* 


!» Probably this was^an under-estimate- 


7 
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X . — Kismut Pataspore. 



Area of jal land 
not included 
in resumed 
laklnraj land. 

Total 

assessment 
on jail , 
land. *■ 

Average rate 
of rent pur 
bigha. 

Average price 
of paddy 
per 

imiuud. 

1 

! 2 

S 

4 

5 


Bighns. 

Rs. 

Rs. A. P. 

Rs. a. r. 

Previous settlement 

Present ditto 

Percentage of increase 

8,563 

6,497 

3,989 

8.777 

12 0 
15 6 
19-4 

Say 066 

0 10 G 
61*4 


XL — Pergunnah Naruamuta. 



Bighas. 

Es. 

Hs. A. P. 

Rs. A. P. 

Previous settlement 

Present ditto 

Percentage of increase 

11,687 

15,266 | 

1 5 0 | 

1 Say 0 6 6 

0 11 0 
(56*2 


29. It will be seen that in every instance, except Naruamuta, 
where an average at the former settlement cannot be obtained, and 
where the ryots have all agreed, the increase in the value of the pro- 
duce much exceeds the proportionate increase whioh has been made iu 
the average rent. It seems to Mr. Dampier that this is practically a 
safeguard that the Settlement Officer’s average rates are not excessive. 
No test can be fairer than this, and it has been worked out entirely on 
the side of the ryot. Assuming the productive powers of the soil to be 
the same as at the last settlement, instead of their having greatly 
increased as the Settlement Officer considers, it is evident that a less 
portion of that produce need be sold to pay the rent now fixed than 
would have had to be sold in 1845. Thus a large quantity of produce 
would be left to the ryot, and as this also would sell for better prices, it 
would meet all the increased cost of production, as well as leave a larger 
margin for the improvement of the ryot’s lot. 

30. Indeed, the Board, looking to the increase of prices, believe 
it would be possible to justify a larger increase, but presume that 
Government will be content with enforcing the enhancement which the 
Settlement Officer after full local enquiry has adopted. 

31. Obviously it does not follow that because the average 
rates are fair, they are also fair as applied to eaoh individual ryot. 
Mr. Dampier has therefore taken pains to satisfy himself that the appli- 
cation of rates to each individual plot has been satisfactorily carried out. 
It would be impossible for the confirming authority to make a separate 
award as regards each separate holding, except in the case of a special 
appeal ; but it appears to the Board that they ought to be able to 
approve of the average rates and of the general method by which they 
have assessed upon individuals. Mr. Price was accordingly called upon 
for a more particular description of the manner of adjudication of rates. 

32. From his reply it appears that the procedure followed was 
this — The lands were first classified by the measuring ameen ; his work 
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was checked by the peshkar. Every village was then visited by the 
subordinate Settlement Officer who tested the measurements and classi- 
fications. The ohittahs and khatyans being prepared, the ryots were 
oalled upon to sign the papers in token of the correctness of the 
measurement and classification. Any objections made were specially 
enquired into, and for the most part satisfactorily disposed of, and the 
khatyans and chittahs have been almost universally attested by the ryots. 
Mr. Price personally tested several villages in every pergunnah in the 
years 1874, 1875, and 1876, and enquired into the classification which 
had been made. Ue was not on the whole satisfied with the result of his 
tests as regards kala or high lands ; and accordingly, in 1876, he deputed 
amlah from his office, who tested the classifications of all lands throughout 
the 21 pergunnahs of Hidgellee. In the same year Mr. Price ordered 
the Deputy and Sub-Deputy Collectors to make a second enquiry into 
the measurement and classification of lands. This done, the subordi- 
nate Settlement. Officers personally assessed the rates on both jal and 
kala lands, and Mr. Price approved or modified them according as the 
exigencies of each case seemed to require. It was only then that the 
jummabundee was drawn up. 

33. It appears to the Board that this procedure furnishes >all the 
guarantee that can be expected that the rates are fair. The Board 
have satisfied themselves by tests, which they consider most reliable, 
that the average increase is below that which might have been demand- 
ed. It also appears that the apportionment of this average was made 
with care and sifted by many checks ; that the ryots as a rule consent- 
ed to the classification and area of their lands, and for the most part 
signed the papers ; and no particular objections to particular assess- 
ments have reached the Board. It seems therefore that the rates may 
be confirmed. The annexed statement B shows the rates that were 
actually assessed in each pergunnah on each class of land at the last 
settlement and at the settlement now proposed. 

34. The Board have not thought it necessary to apply any in- 
dependent check as regards the bastu and dhasa (kala) or high land 
rates. It will be seen from the statement above referred to that on 
the whole the ratio of increase is less than on the jal lands, while the 
crops grown upon them are so varied that any attempt to compare 
former with present prices would have been impracticable. Moreover, 
had such information been attainable, it would, the Board believe, 
have proved less reliable as a check than a permanent rise in the value 
of rice. When one single crop completely forms the staple crop 
of the country, as paddy does in Hidgellee, its fluctuations, so far as 
they are permanent and continuous, will be the best guide to the fluc- 
tuations of rent of all kinds. Hence Mr. Dampier would on general 
grounds confirm the rates of rent of bastu and dhasa lands no less than 
of jal. 

35. Interior drainage channels and grambheries . — The question of 
the maintenance of grambheries and drainage channels, which has 
been already referred to* is inseparably connected with that of 


• Paragraph 17* 
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determining the rates of rent. The orders of Government now in 
force on the subject are those of 5th July 1872, No. 2878, to the 
effect that the obligation to repair grambheries shall, in the present 
settlement, be imposed on the ryots. This innovation is resented by 
them. The Settlement Officer reports that even those who have 
expressed their acceptance of the enhanoed rates of rent by signing the 
jummabundies have positively refused to accept pottahs containing the 
stipulation that the obligation of maintaining the grambheries shall 
rest upon them. The Commissioner writes — 

“ Neither the zemindars nor the ryots would agree to take upon 
themselves their respective liabilities to maintain the interior drainage 
channels and grambheries. The former Commissioner, Mr. Cockerell, 
asked Mr. Price to report if the responsibility of the ryots to repair the 
grambheries was so entirely beyond dispute that any court will enforce 
it, and whether the refusal was owing to their determination to evade 
the obligation. The Settlement Officer reports that the liability of the 
ryots of Hidgellee to repair their grambheries was directed for the first 
time by the orders of Government, No. 2878 of the 5th July 1872 ; 
and it is doubtful if those orders would be considered binding on the 
ryots in case that the question is taken into a court of justice. Most 
certainly the ryots would plead that, according to the terms of the last 
settlement, the obligation rested on the zemindars, who were, in the 
case of a great many pergunnahs in Hidgellee, given an allowance of 
5 per cent, on the gross assets expressly for the purpose of repairing the 
grambheries ; and this fact, with the well-known bias of the civil courts 
to give an award adverse to Government, will tend to the result that 
the ryots would be absolved from the obligation attempted to be put on 
them. I think, however, that the orders of Government above referred 
to are final, and it is our duty to act up to them, leaving the parties 
dissatisfied with our action to seek for any remedy they make like.” 

36. The whole question of the maintenance of grambheries has, 

however, been fully discussed in a separate report,* 
JaneisVa 4 ^* dated 4th ^ as been submitted to Government, and it 

has been recommended that the arrangement of 
the previous settlement shall be renewed by which the obligation was 
fixed on the zemindars, an allowance of 5 per cent, being made to 
them for the purpose. It has been proposed to impose certain safe- 
guards to ensure, as far as practicable, the proper fulfilment of their 
obligation by the zemindars. 

37. Class of ryots . — The following account of the different classes 
of ryots given by the Settlement Officer for pergunnah Majnamuta 
is generally applicable to the entire estate : — 

“ There are in the pergunnah 8,554 resident or khoodkhast ryots, 
and 9,120 paikast or non-resident ryots, who have held their jotes 
for 12 years and more. Both these classes have acquired rights 
of occupancy under the law. There are 537 non-resident ryots, who 
have not held for 12 years, and who have acquired no rights of 
-occupancy. The former settlement papers show that resident or 
khoodkhast ryots cannot be ejected so long as they pay the rent. 
They can sell or otherwise dispose of their holdings, which descend 
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from father to son, and so on, and they can out down all trees planted 
and reared by themselves. Non-resident ryots of 12 years’ standing 
also can sell and dispose of their holdings, but they are restricted to 
enjoying the fruit of the trees growing on their holdings ; they cannot 
cut them down. ThSy cannot be ejected so long as they pay their 
rents. Non-resident ryots of less than 12 years’ standing have 
scarcely any rights ; but even they, I propose, should not be ejected 
so long as they pay their rents. During the term of this re-settlement 
the zemindars will be debarred from enhancing the rents assessed by 
this department. They do not contest the rights of the ryots as I have 
described them above They themselves have the rights of resident 
ryots with regard to their nijjote. 

“ Besides the aforementioned classes of ryots, there are 13 holdings 
called ‘ kamdara,’ where the rent has been fixed in perpetuity on the 
ryot at low rates. These kamdara holdings are hereditary. The 
owners of resumed rent-free holdings are not, strictly speaking, ryots 
at all.” 

38. The Commissioner has accepted the Settlement Officer’s 
proposals, liyots who have acquired rights of occupancy will be 
recorded as such, and, according to the avowed policy of the Govern- 
ment, protected from enhancement during the period of the settlement 
beyond the rates recorded as payable by the Deputy Collector under 
Bengal Act III of 1878. Without questioning the expediency of such 
a course and its advantages, Mr. Dampier doubts whether, in giving 
such prospective protection, the Settlement Officer is not exceeding his 
legal powers. In providing that the zemindar shall not exercise his 
legal right of enhancement for say 30 years, it can scarcely be said that 
the Settlement Officer is confining himself to the record of rights which 

he finds existing at the time of settlement,* or 
lation tuofiwl : Heiru * even that he is only consolidating and giving 

precise definition to rights which he found exist- 
ing in a vague and indistinct shape. He is, in fact, actually creating 
a new right. 

39. The Settlement Officer, it will be seen, further proposes that 
even non-resident ryots of less than 12 years’ standing, who have 
scarcely any rights, should be protected from ejectment, so long as they 
pay their rent, and from enhancement during the term of settlement. 
Here it appears to Mr. Dampier that the proposal involves a still more 
serious transgression of the limits of a Settlement Officer’s powers. 
Mr. Dampier’s views on this subject were laid before the Lieutenant- 
Governor in the case of the settlement of the noabad ta looks in Chitta- 
gong. These talooks were, however, the property of Government, and 
no doubt Government was in a position to impose what restrictions it 
thought proper on the talookdars as a condition of admitting them to 
settlement. But here the case is different. The estate is the property 
of private proprietors, subjeot only to a liability to re-assessment from 
time to time of the Government revenue under Regulation YII of 
1822. Nothing in section 9 of that Regulation, nor in any other law 
of which Mr. Dampier is aware, authorizes a Settlement Officer thus to 
convert the holdings of tenants- at- will into privileged holdings. The 

I 
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question is one of importance, and the orders of Government will affect 
almost every future settlement. 

40. The Settlement Officer next proposes as follows 

“ Rights of occupancy should be conceded to the ryots in all jungle 
or culturable waste land which they clear and embank for purposes 
of cultivation, having taken leases of it from the Deputy Collector.” 

Section 8, Regulation YII of 1822, authorizes the Settlement 
Offioer to give in perpetuity, or for periods determined by Government, 
leases of waste land belonging to a mehal under settlement to any 
persons who may be willing to undertake the cultivation, assigning 
to the zemindars an amount equivalent to 10 per cent . on the amount 
payable by the lessees. As the proposal of the Settlement Officer above 
quoted is much more favourable to the zemindar’s interest than the 
action which he might legally take under the law cited, it may be 
approved. 

41. Baruas . — There exist in this estate, and in Jellamuta, a class 
of village headmen, locally known as baruas . Each village in Hidgellee 
has its barua, though one barua sometimes acts for two or three vil- 
lages ; and in large villages two or three baruas are found. They 
are considered entitled as a kind of remuneration to a deduction from 
the jumma of their holdings to the extent of from £ to 2 per cent, 
on the gross assets of the village. The barua-ehhar or allowances 
granted to the baruas at the former settlement of Majnamuta and 
those now proposed are shown below : — 


Bs. 

(1) Amount remitted at the settlement of 1845 ... 2,320 

(2) Amount to be remitted now, if calculated at 
the old rate generally, one and a half per 
cent, on the proposed enhanced jumma 

would be ... ... 3,596 

(3) Amount actually proposed to be remitted at 
the present settlement, calculated either at 

the old rate or at a lump sum as before 2,893 


42. The question has been raised with much plausibility by the 
Commissioner that the retention of the baruas is useless, and that it is 
expedient to abolish the appointment in the present settlement and 
resume the allowances. Mr. Wells, in contending for their abolition, 
puts the matter as follows : — 

“ As far as I have been able to ascertain, baruas have no definite 
duty beyond being village headmen and referees. By looal usage they 
are supposed to perform the following services : — 

(1) To assist the revenue and police offioers when employed 

on duty. 

(2) To report the occurrence of all heinous offences, and give 
information of bad characters to the zemindar and the 
police. 

(3) To give receipts for service of processes and to accompany 
the process peon. 

(4) To assist tehsildars in the collection of rents. 

i 
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(5) To collect and bring the ryots for purposes of settlement. 

(6) To point out boundaries of villages and of ryots’ holdings, 
and to preserve boundary marks. 

(7) To accompany the chowkidar on his rounds. 

“ But in point of fact they are, with few exceptions, contumacious 
and obstructive, and fail to do, or leave the putwary and chowkidar 
to do, what they as baruas are paid to perform. 

“ Most of the baruas cannot read or write ; they are remune- 
rated by a deduction from the jumma of their holdings, and the 
deduction amounts from eight annas to two per cent, on the gross 
assetB of the villages. Persons originally selected for the post of 
baruas were generally the headmen of the villages, and in many cases 
the appointments have not gone out of the family, but, owing to the 
small remuneration allowed to the baruas, the appointment is not 
much appreciated at the present time. 

“ Baruas are worse than useless in rendering any assistance to 
the police or to the revenue authorities They proved themselves the 
most obstructive in the present re-settlement proceedings. In many 
instances, if not m all, they were the first and foremost to dissuade the 
ryots from agreeing to the rates assessed by the Settlement Officer, 
and the refusal of the ryots to sign the jummabundee is partly as- 
cribed to the opposition of the baruas. 

“ The only drawback in abolishing the baruas is that the institu- 
tion has existed long, and it has grown to be the custom in many 
quarters to deprecate any interference with the old established village 
usage. This consideration, however, I * think becomes of no valid 
weight when the fact of the large sacrifice of public revenue in main- 
taining this useless and obstructive staff is borne in mind. 

“ The zemindars, on whose recommendation the baruas are appointed, 
denounce the institution and desire its abolition. My predecessor, 
Mr. Smith, was in favour of doing away with the baruas, and of 
amalgamating their duties with those of the putwaries, who under 
the law must be appointed. Mr. Price thinks the baruas quite 
unnecessary in Hidgellee, and observes that, if putwaries are appointed 
to act immediately under the orders of the sub-divisional authorities, 
there will be a saving of much needless expense by the abolition of 
the village headmen, whose duties can very well be taken up by the 
putwaries. 

“ Baruas, too, are no longer needed for police purposes ; for, under 
the Chowkidari Act, a punchayet of responsible headmen has been 
created all over the country, which is nowhere a remunerated service. 

“ I quite concur with my predecessor and Mr. Price, and think 
that putwaries will be perfectly able to do the duties of baruas in 
regard to revenue matters, and the punchayet and chowkidars in 
regard to polioe matters, if they are well paid. In short, to retain 
baruas is to keep up a divided responsibility, which is always weak, 
for the barua will say that he believed the putwary and chowkidars 
had done all that was necessary.” 
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43. This appeared to the Board to be a somewhat hazardous and 
radical alteration, specially as in principle it seemed to amount to this— 
that in Government or temporarily-settled estates village headmen 
ought to be abolished. A letter was therefore written asking — 

“ (1) Whether in the villages which have aocepted Mr. Priced 
terms the baruas have acoepted, on the faith of being allowed barua- 
chhars or remissions, or whether they have accepted the higher rates 
without any stipulation for such remissions. 

“ (2) What amount of rent will be saved throughout Jellamuta 
and Majnamuta if baruas are abolished. 

“ (3) Will the villagers be able to get on without any represen- 
tative or ‘ go-between 9 between themselves and the zemindar. A 
putwary wifi, ? ;it is understood, have charge of many villages, and a 
chowkidar is looked upon as the servant of a village and not its 
representative . 

“ Mr. Priced opinion on the entire subject should be submitted for 
the information of the Board, with your reply.” 

44. Mr. Price on the 29th March replied as follows : — 

“ No proposals were made during the course of my re-settlement 
proceedings which had for their object the grant of the barua allowance, 
on condition either that the baruas themselves accepted the enhanced 
rates of rent assessed by me or persuaded the other ryots of the 
village to do so. In those few cases in which the baruas, together 
with the ryots of the village, have accepted the proposed rates, they 
have done so irrespective of any promises to remit the ‘ barua-chhar.' 

“ Both the subordinate settlement officers who are still retained 
in the district, and whom I consulted (Deputy Collector Baboo Koilash 
Chunder Chatterjee and Sub-Deputy Collector Mr. J. H. Mendies) are 
decidedly of opinion that baruas are worse than useless, and have done 
all in their power to throw obstacles in the way of the re-settlement pro- 
ceedings. Baboo Koilash Chunder Chatterjee says : ‘ During the time 
of the re-settlement, so far as I have been able to ascertain from my 
personal experience, the baruas are rather against enhancement. In 
many villages the ryots first accepted the present assessment, but 
through the instigation of these and other village headmen they after- 
wards refused to do so ; 9 and again : ‘ I think that there is no work which 
the villagers will not be able to get on without any representative or 
go-between between themselves and the zemindars.’ Mr. Mendies says : 
the baruas are considered as the head village officials on behalf of 
Government or the zemindar, and as suoh they may be called the 
village headmen and again : i I believe the villagers will be able to get 
on better without them.’ The zemindars themselves of the two estates 
have petitioned for their abolition. I myself also am of opinion that 
on the whole the institution of baruas can very well be done away 
with. They .are not so much the exponents of public opinion in the 
village as the originators themselves of opposition to Government officials. 
Kyots on the point of giving in and signing the jummabundee have 
been dissuaded from doing so on the representations of the baruas. 
Itjeems inconsistent for Government to pay a class of village officials 
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who are the first to oppose its officers when re-settlements come to be 
made. Baboo Koilash Chunder Chatter jee thinks that they are found 
useful in only one respect, namely in pointing out boundaries of 
villages and fields. But in the present re-settlement all such boundaries 
have been most carefifliy laid down, and there can arise no practical 
difficulty in future in ascertaining what the real boundary of a village 
is. Besides, baruas (synonymous with ameens — both expressions being 
used in Hidgellee) there is a class of village headmen elected by the 
villagers themselves who are much more than baruas, the real represen- 
tatives of the villagers. The representatives are called mukhyas, and 
I am of opinion they stand in the position of go-between between the 
ryots and the zemindars. I do not perceive the necessity of Govern- 
ment maintaining baruas at a large annual allowance, besides paying 
a considerable sum, Us. 14,252, yearly from the revenues of the estates 
for chowkidars in Majnamuta and Jellamuta. Mr. Mendies says — ‘the 
institution of the office of baruas, who are also called ameens through- 
out Hidgellee, seems to me to have originated since the commence- 
ment of the salt manufacture. They are required to afford assistance 
to the Revenue, Police, and D. P. Works officers, as would appear 
from the conditions of their appointment, by which they were expected 
to prevent the illicit manufacture of salt, to report all offences com- 
mitted within their respective jurisdictions to the police, to assist the 
embankment officers in supplying coolies and materials, to assist the 
revenue officers at the time of settlement, and to act as a go-between 
to explain the rates assessed, &c. All such duties they no longer per- 
form.’ I may add that, in these days, the baruas are not generally 
supposed to be liable to perform all the duties enumerated by Mr. 
Mendies. It is quite certain that they rarely give the assistance they 
used to afford formerly, and I doubt whether legally they could be 
compelled to do so. Dismissal from this office is the only consequence 
of a barua disobeying orders. Being in the pay of Government, he 
ought to be the official headman of the village and to be careful 
primarily of the interests of Government, only secondarily of those of 
the ryots ; but almost universally he is found on the side against 
Government. I must say I cannot discern the expediency of Govern- 
ment paying a man to consistently oppose it.” 

45. Mr. Dampier, however, was not satisfied. It appeared to 
him that the settlement staff were disposed, at the instigation of the 
zemindars, to deprive the ryots of the headmen to whom they usually 
look for support in the case of oppression, and another letter was 
accordingly written to the Commissioner, in which it was said that— 

“ Before passing any orders on the proposal, Mr. Dampier would 
like to see extracts from the proceedings and reports of the last settle- 
ment which explain the duties of baruas and their position. He also 
wishes to know whether mukhyas and baruas are to be found in the 
same villages ; and, if so, to what extent, and whether mukhyas get 
any remuneration of any sort, voluntary or otherwise. 

“ Mr. Price should be desired to explain precisely what he means 
by saying that baruas will be unnecessary if the putwaries are appointed 

8 
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to perform their duties direotly under the sub-divisional offioer. 
The duties of a putwary and his position are defined in Regulation 
XII of 1817. How far do the duties there specified embrace those 
whioh are now recognized as the barua’s duties ? and does Mr. Price 
propose to impose on putwaries any duties which are not oovered by 
the Putwary Regulation ? If so, he should state what they are. 

“ The question of the abolition of the institution of baruas has 
been fully discussed in the present correspondence from the Govern- 
ment and the zemindar’s point of view, but not from the ryot’s point of 
view. Mr. Price should therefore ascertain and report what the wishes 
of the villagers are on the subject. Do they object to the abolition of 
the institution ? If so, on what grounds ? Or is it expected that if 
the barua allowance were abolished no objection would be made except 
by the baruas themselves ? What services do they or ought they to 
perform for the ryots? And as a fact are they looked upon or are they 
practically the champions of the ryots in resisting any proceedings 
whereby they consider that the ryots’ rights are being infringed ?” 

46. To this it was replied by Mr. Price in his letter to the 
Commissioner — 

“ 1 have the honour to submit copies of the extracts noted 
Note. The^e extracts i n the margin from the last settlement proceedings 
as* 1 «^>lained OUI1 above which will explain the duties of baruas and their 
paragraph 42. position. 

“ Regarding mukhyas, Sub-Deputy Collector Mr. Mendies reports 
that — ‘ Besides the baruas there is a mukhya attached to each village 
who receives no money remuneration, but is held in respect by the 
ryots, and on weddings and otjier festivities it is the custom to allow 
the mukhya of the village a certain number of betel-nuts in token of 
respect. He, too, like the barua, presides on all such occasions/ 
Mr. Mendies’ words apply more particularly to the pergunnah of Doro 
Dumnan. In the other 20 pergunnahs of Hidgellee , mukhyas , as separate 
village officials , are rarely found , the chief inhabitant, of the village 
being very often called the mukhya. 

“ With reference to paragraph 3 of the Board’s letter, I beg to 
explain that in clause 3, section 16 of Regulation XII of 1817, it is 
said that putwaries are bound to perform all other duties and services 
which it has been customary for them to execute. I think under this 
provision they may very conveniently be made to point out village 
boundaries and position of ryots’ holdings (which, however, have been 
carefully ascertained and defined by the re-settlement survey), to assist 
in the collection of revenue, and to render assistance in service of all 
kinds of notices which, so far as I understand, are the only duties 
connected with the Revenue Department that baruas have been hitherto 
considered liable to perform. 

“ On the question of the abolition of baruas Mr, Mendies writes — 
‘ The opinion of the ryots as to the abolition of the baruas is divided. 
The enlightened classes are in favour of the abolition of the institution. 
The ignorant classes, only such as the general body of ryots of Narua- 
muta, are against it however. These latter look upon the barua as a 
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public officer who is supposed to know all about the ryots’ holdings# 
area, measurements, &c., and in cases of dispute is supposed to act as 
arbitrator ; but the barua of the present day seldom acts honestly with 
those who rely upon him for advice. He generally inolines to the side 
of those who can meef his demands, or with whom he is on good terms. 
I do not think that any objection would be made by the ryots if the 
barua allowance were abolished. They are no doubt supposed to be 
the champions of the ryots, but instead of looking to their interests 
they look upon their own. In fact, in Doro Dumnan, where the ryots 
are better informed, the barua generally sides with the well-to-do ryots 
or the zemindars’ underlings, in order to harass the poorer classes.’ 
In the other pergunnahs of Hidgellee, however, it appears that the 
ryots would look upon the abolition of baruas as a hardship. It is the 
custom there to ask the permission of the zemindars before engaging 
in certain rites and ceremonies on the occasions of births, deaths, 
marriages, &c. This permission is obtained directly from the barua, 
who is looked upon by the ryots as the zemindars’ representative. Were 
baruas abolished, the ryots would have to go to the zemindars’ houses 
to obtain the requisite permission, and they would object to the delay 
and trouble that -would be incurred in getting it, there being six 
zemindars in the Majnamuta estate, and two in the Jellamuta estate. 

‘ 4 It is the custom for the baruas to decide disputes, principally 
those regarding land, that arise among the ryots of their villages. 
Such interference by the barua is preferred to a recourse to the civil 
courts. The ryots generally doubtless look upon baruas as their 
champions in resisting any proceedings whereby they consider that 
their rights are being infringed.” 

47. The Officiating Oommissioner, Mr. Pellew, in forwarding this 
letter, expresses himself against the abolition of baruas, on the follow- 
ing grounds : — 

“ I confess I am not of opinion that it is a good thing to get rid 
of these village officials. On the contrary, I would again define their 
duties and re-organize them ; though, with reference to the enhanced 
rate of rent, and the diminution of their duties, I think 1£ per cent, 
would now be sufficient remuneration. The fact that they caused 
trouble at the settlement in itself rather tends to show that they do 
strengthen the ryots against the zemindar, and Mr. Price admits this 
fact in his letter, except in regard to pergunnah Doro Dumnan. The 
prejudice against them on the part of the Settlement Officers is 
natural ; but in my opinion any organization which can cast a light on, 
and bring to the surface the opinions and wishes of, the ryots at settle- 
ment time is really a great benefit, as is well known the most unjust 
settlements may be made without a word being said, and the faults are 
only disclosed by accumulating arrears. Moreover, for statistical and 
most purposes, and for punctual collection of rents and good detailed 
management, such officers are invaluable, and it is owing to the want of 
any such in most estates that khas management in Bengal so often 
fails.” 
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48. In this state the question has come before Lord Ulick 
Browne, who is of opinion that the ryots should have a powerful voice 
in the decision of the question, whioh is the abolition or retention of 
an old established institution, while the village headmen, if well utilized 
and made the most of, certainly ought to be useful. Considering the 
pros and cons of the case, the presence of mukhyas or other headmen in 
pergunnnah Doro Dumnan, and not in the other pergunnahs as a rule, 
and that in that pergunnah, where the ryots are described as more 
enlightened, they do not care for the baruas, but are rather in favour 
of their abolition, Lord Ulick Browne proposes to make the experiment 
suggested by Mr. Wells, in Doro Dumnan alone, at the present settle- 
ment, and that Government should be guided in their subsequent 
action by the results. 

49. As described above (paragraphs 5 and 6), Doro Dumnan 
stands far apart from the other pergunnahs of Majnamuta and Jella- 
muta ; it is in a different sub-division, and much nearer Calcutta. 
Lord Ulick Browne would therefore resume the allowances in that 


pergunnah and abolish the institution. In the other pergunnahs, 
where it is reported that ryots would look upon the abolition of the 
baruas as a hardship, and where it might entail many inconveniences, 
he would retain them for the present. 

50. The several points on whioh the present orders of Govern- 
ment are required, may be summarized thus — 

(ci) The confirmation of the proceedings by which the rates of 


Paragraphs 18 to 34. 


rent demandable from the cultiva- 
tors have been ascertained and 


recorded as contemplated by Bengal Act III of 1878. 

{b) The question of ryots or zemindars being required to 
Paragraphs 17 , 35 , and maintain grambheries, on which a 
36. separate report has been submitted. 

(c) Whether the Settlement Officer has or has not exceeded his 

„ , „ powers in debarring the zemindars 

aragrap s 30 to e. from enhancing by legal process 

the rents of ryots, whether possessing rights of occupancy 
or not, during the term of the settlement P 

(d) The Settlement Officer’s proposal to concede rights of occu- 

pancy to ryots in jungle or cultur- 
arafi[TBp * able waste land reclaimed by them. 

^ „ (e) Abolition of the village 

aragrap s 41 to 4 . officials called baruas . 


Paragraph 40. 


Paragraphs 41 to 49. 


51. In conclusion, I am to say that, when the decision of Govern- 
ment shall have been received on these points, the sudder jumma will 
be fixed, and the arrangements will be made in accordance therewith 
with the proprietors if they agree. A final report of the result will be 
duly submitted to Government. 

52. I am further desired to state that the whole of this report 
was prepared while Mr. Dampier was at the Board and under his 
responsibility, except paragraphs 32, 33, and 34 and paragraphs 41 to 
to 49. It was Mr. Dainpier’s expressed wish that this should be 
explained. 
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No. 2038, dated Calcutta, the 3rd September 1878. 

From — A. Mackenzie, Esq., Secretary to the Government of Bengal, 
Revenue Department, 

To — The Secretary to the Board of Revenue* Laud Revenue Department. 

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 468 A, 
dated 2nd July 1878, submitting a full and elaborate report by 
Mr. Dampier on the proceedings connected with the settlement of the 
Majnamuta estate in the district of Midnapore. 

2. In reply, I am to request that the Lieutenant-Governor’s 
thanks may be conveyed to Mr. Dampier for his report, which gives a 
clear and able review of all the facts bearing on the settlement oper- 
ations in the Majnamuta estate. 

3. It is not necessary for Government to notice in detail the 
history and progress of the settlement, or to recapitulate the facts 
set forth in the preliminary paragraphs of your letter. The points 
upon which the orders of Government are required are summed up in 
your 50th paragraph, and I am to proceed at once to notice each of 
these in the order of arrangement adopted by the Board. 

4. First, then, as regards the question of the fairness of the 
proposed rates of rent, discussed at length in paragraphs 18-34 of 
the report, it appears that owing to the extent and variety of the 
lands under settlement, it was impossible to make the rates paid by 
neighbouring ryots any general test for determining the new rates. 
The Settlement Officer therefore proceeded to assess these new rates on 
the theory that the productive powers of the land had increased in 
consequence of protective and other works maintained by Government, 
and that the market value of the produce of the lands had increased 
since the last settlement of the estate in 1845. 

5. In some pergunnahs the ryots have accepted the rates fixed 
by the Settlement Officer upon these grounds, but in the majority 
of instances they have rejected them, alleging that the productive 
powers of the lands in the estate have deteriorated, and not improved. 
In the opinion of the Board, it would be difficult to prove any general 
increase in the productive powers of the soil, and Mr. Price should 
not have laid so much stress on this point. The Board also take 
exception to the argument by which Mr. Price attempts to prove that 
the pressure of the enhanced rates fixed by him in each pergunnah, 
is moderate with reference to the increase in the value of the produce 
of the lands. In 10 out of the 11 pergunnahs constituting the estate, 
he has compared the proposed rates with those of 1845 by examining 
the average produce per bigha, its value, and the cost of production 
at each period. Mr. Price’s argument rests entirely on the soundness 
of the data as to the average outturn of produoe per bigha taken by 
him. He appears to have gone by the outturn of the crops of 1875 
and 1876, and as both those years were admittedly years not of average 
but of exceptionally good crops, while prices at the same time were 
exceptionally high in consequence of impending famine in Madras, the 
Board rightly argue that the test adopted by Mr. Price is in itself 
fallacious. Looking at the figures in column 2 of the statement 
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given in paragraph 22 of the present report, it is indeed difficult to 
believe that the average outturn of a bigha of land had risen in 
pergunnah Balijora, for example, from 5 maunds 10 seers in 1845 to 
10 maunds 31 seers in 1876, and in pergunnah Datta Khoroi from 
3 maunds 36 seers to 9 nffaunds 20 seers. Mr. Dampier’s examination 
of Mr. Price’s position, contained in paragraphs 23-25 of your letter is, 
in the Lieutenant-Governor’s opinion, conclusive, as showing that 
Mr. Price has over-estimated the average value of the produce, and 
that his tests are in other ways misleading. 

6. The Board, however, believing on general grounds that the 
rates fixed by Mr. Price are in reality reasonable, have adopted a 
different method of testing their propriety. Utilizing the recorded 
information about the average value of produce, with reference to 
which the rates of rent were fixed in 1 845, and taking a fair average of 
the prices prevailing from 1872 to 1877, and comparing the data so 
obtained, the Board have framed a table which shows the percentage 
of the rise in prices in each pergunnah since the last settlement in 
1845, and the percentage by which the average rates now assessed on 
rice lands exceed the average of the last settlement. From this 
statement it appears that the increase in the value of the produce is 
far in advance of the increase in rent in every pergunnah, except 
Nyabad Majna, in which the value of produce has risen only 83 per 
cent., while the rent of land is to be increased 70 per cent. 

7. The Board presume that Government will accept the rates pro- 
posed by the Settlement Officer, though the adoption of much higher rates 
could, in their opinion, be justified. If the figures given by the Board 
were taken as anything more than a test, showing that the settlement 
rates proposed by Mr. Price are not on the whole excessive, some 
stress might be laid on the inequality of the enhancement in the 
different parts of the estate, but from paragraphs 31-33 of your letter 
it appears that in fact the rates have been determined locally by 
detailed enquiry extending over several years. The Lieutenant- 
Governor, therefore, is 'willing to accept the conclusion arrived at by 
the Board that, on the whole, the rates fixed by Mr. Price are moderate, 
and such as will not press unduly on the ryots. It would be well 
however, to make some further enquiry into the case of Nyabad, 
Majna, where the Board’s test shows that the increase of rent is 
exceptionally high. 

8. The second point upon which orders are solicited relates to 
the relative obligations of the zemindars and the ryots with reference to 
the maintenance of grambheries. It is stated that in all probability 
the ryots would have accepted the settlement rates long ere now, 
but for their objections to the orders of Sir George Campbell throwing 
upon them the onus of maintaining the grambheries. This matter 
has been disposed of in a manner favourable to the ryots by the orders 
conveyed in my letter No. 7827T, dated 6th July last, to which I am 
to refer the Board. The third point for orders is that discussed in 
paragraphs 37-40 of your letter. The Settlement Officer proposes to 
debar the zemindars from enhancing the rents during the whole term 
of the settlement* 
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9. Mr. Dampier remarks tha f , as regards oooupancy ryots, the 
Settlement Officer’s proposal, though probably illegal, is in accordance with 
the avowed policy of Gov<rnment. He objects, however, to that part 
of the proposal which would convert non-occupancy ryots into privileged 
holders. The Board seem to be under somtf misapprehension as to 
“the avowed policy of Government” in this matter. In regard to 
Government estates, it has certainly been ruled that farmers and 
lessees should not enhance the rents of the ryots during the term of 
the settlement, and this principle has been applied in the case of 
the Noabad talooks of Chittagong, which are practically Government 
estates ; but the Lieutenant-Governor is not aware that Government 
ever claimed the power of debarring a private zemindar from exer- 
cising the rights which the law gives him of enhancing in a legal 
manner the rents of lands in his estate. In the case of the Majna- 
muta estate, which is private property, the main object of the 
settlement is to determine the amount of revenue or sndder jumma 
payable by the zemindar, and it is only with a view to ascertain what 
that amount should fairly be, that Government enquires into the rates 
of ryots’ rents, and declares what rates are to be adopted in fixing 
the assets of settlement. The zemindar cannot certainly get a higher 
rent than the ryot agrees to pay at settlement, until he either proves 
that a higher rent is demandable under the rent law, or prevails on 
the ryot to agree to pay it. But there is nothing in the settlement 
proceedings to prevent him from exercising this right, and the Govern- 
ment cannot legally bind him not to exercise it. 1 am therefore to 
say that, while the actually existing rights and the present status of 
all ryots of the estate are to be recorded, nothing must be inserted in 
the record which could interfere, or seem to interfere, with the legal 
and prospective rights of the zemindars. It may hereafter be found 
necessary to regulate the enhancement of rents by the enactment of 
positive law ; but, as things now stand, this cannot be done in the 
manner proposed by the Settlement Officer. 

10. The fourth matter upon which the orders of Government 
are required is that noticed in paragraph 40 of the report. The Settle- 
ment Officer proposes to give rights of occupancy to ryots who may 
clear jungle after taking leases from the Deputy Collector, and the 
Board support the proposal by a reference to the provisions of section 8 
of Regulation YII of 1822, which authorizes the Settlement Officer to 
give in perpetuity, or for periods determined by Government, leases 
of waste land belonging to a mehal under settlement, to any persons 
who may be willing to undertake the cultivation, assigning to the 
zemindars an amount equivalent to 10 per cent . on the amount payable 
by the lessees. The Lieutenant-Governor does not see why the ryots 
in this case should receive less than the law allows them. He is dis- 
posed to think that junglebooree leases of the kind contemplated by the 
section of the law above quoted, should be given for a term of 20 years 
in the manner described in that section. This will secure to the ryots 
a right of oooupancy and time to profit by their labour, and yet leave 
the zemindars free before the expiry of the settlement (which will 
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probably be for 30 years) to realize enhanced rates of rent from these 
portions of their estates. 

11. The last point for orders is the question discussed in para- 
graphs 41-49 of your letter, regarding the abolition of the class of 
village officials called bfiruas, and the discontinuance of the allowances 
received by them. The Lieutenant-Governor sees nothing in the 
duties supposed to be performed by these men to warrant their being 
paid out of the assets of the estate to the detriment of the zemindar. 
It appears that they, in many instances, do not in fact now perform 
any duties, and that the zemindars and a large number of the ryots 
wish to get rid of them. Considerable weight must also be allowed 
to attach to Mr. Price’s opinion, after his opportunities of local enquiry, 
that they may unobjectionally be got rid of. On the whole, the Lieu- 
tenant-Governor thinks that, as they are not found necessary elsewhere, 
there is no special reason for retaining them in this estate. No allow- 
ances need therefore be made on this account. 

12. The Lieutenant-Governor will now await the final report 
promised by the Board in your 51st paragraph. 
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No. 810 A, dated Calcutta, the 24th December 1879. 

From— R. H. Wilson, Esq., Officiating Secretary to the Board of 
Revenue, L.P., 

To— The Commissioner of the Burdwan Division. 

With reference to your letter No. 1054D, Hated the 11th December 
1879, submitting copy of a letter* from the Collec- 
December I879. dated 3rd Midnnpore, reporting on the objections raised 
by the proprietors of the Majnamuta estate 
against the re-settlement of the estate, I am desired to state that the 
orders already passedf regarding the condition on which grambhery 
allowance is to be allowed cannot be modified, and the Board see no 
reason for allowing or proposing in this estate a larger consolidated 
allowance to the proprietor than is usually granted in similar cases 
under the general orders of Government. 

2. It will be open to the proprietors at anytime to apply for parti- 
tion, and any such application will be dealt with under the rules in force. 
The action already taken in this matter should be separately reported. 

3. The only alterations in detail which the Board think it neces- 
sary to make are — (tf) the omission of all provision for putwaries, Govern- 
ment having recently decided that in Bengal Proper the maintenance of 
putwaries is not to be required, and (b) an increase of the allowance to 
the proprietors for collection expenses in the case of resumed lakhiraj 
lands from 10 to 15 per cent. 

4. These changes will necessitate a revision of table C of 
statement XX as shown below. The statement in the Board’s office has 
been corrected accordingly, and the copies in your and the Collector’s 
offices should be similarly corrected — 



1287 A. S. 

1288 A. S. 

i 

1289 A. S. 

1290 A. S. 

1291 to 1307 

A. S. 

1. Assets assumed 
as the basis of 
settlement 

Rs. ▲. P. 

2,34,281 1 24 

Rs. a. r. 

2,34,328 13 2 } 

Rs. A. P. 

2,34,399 5 04 

Rs. A. P. 

2,34,469 12 11 4 

Rs. A. l>. 

2,34,517 8 11J 

2. Deduct collection 
expenses and 
propt letaiy al- 
lowance at 30 per 
cent. 

70,284 0 2 

70,298 10 44 

70,319 12 84 

70,340 15 34 

70,355 4 34 

S. Remainder 

1,63,996 12 0| 

1,64,030 2 104 

1,64,079 8 44 

1,64,128 13 84 

1,64,162 4 84 

4. Add half rental 
assessment of re- 
sumed rent-free 
laud* 23,252-S-7j 

5. Deduct collection 
expenses at 15 per 
cent. 3,787-14-1... 

0. Remainder 

21,464-10-64 ... 

7. Add to avoid 
fractions 0-5-54 

21,465 0 0 

21.405 0 0 

21,465 0 0 

21,465 0 0 

21,465 0 0 

g. Total 

1 ,85,46 1 12 04 

1,85,495 2 04 

1,85,544 8 44 

1,85,593 13 84 

1,85,627 4 84 

9. Add or deduct to 
avoid fractions... 

0 3 114 

0 2 104 

0 7 74 

0 2 34 

0 4 84 

10. Remainder or 
net revenue of 
Government ... 

1,85,462 0 0 

1,85,495 0 0 

1,85,545 0 0 

1,85,594 0 0 

1,85,627 0 0 


f See page 144, Puri III, of this volume of Selections, 
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5. The net revenue demandable having thus been fixed at 
Rs. 1 , 85 , 462 , the Collector should make a formal offer of the settle- 
ment to the proprietor from the beginning of 1880-81. In making 
this offer he should call upon them, in the event of their being unwil- 
ling to accept the settlefhent, subject to this amount of revenue, to state 
under clause 3, section 5, Regulation YII of 1822, the highest amount 
of jumma for the payment of which they may be willing to engage. A 
reasonable time should be fixed within which a reply is to be given. 
If no definite reply be received by that date, the proprietors must be 
understood to have refused, and the estate can then be brought under 
khas management under section 3, Hegulation YII of 1822. The result 
of the offer should be reported to the Board, and proposals made as to 
the rate of malikana to be allowed under section 5, Regulation VII 
of 1822. 


No. 31<2A, dated Calcutta, 5th April 1882. 

From — H. J. S. Cotton, Esq., Secretary to the Board of Revenue, 
Lower Provinces, 

To — The Collector of Midnapore. 

With reference to the accompanying extract, paragraph 5, of 
Board’s letter No. 810A, dated the 24th December 1879, to the address 
of the Commissioner of Burdwan, I am directed to request that you 
will report categorically, as soon as possible, direct to the Board, whe- 
ther the orders therein conveyed, to make a formal offer of the settle- 
ment to the proprietors of the Majnamuta estate from the beginning 
of 1880-81, and to call upon them, in the event of their being unwill- 
ing to accept the settlement, to state, under clause 3, section V of 
Regulation YII of 18*22, the highest amount of jumma for the pay- 
ment of which they might be willing to engage, were carried out, and, 
if so, with what result. 


No. 15K, dated Midnapore, 10th April 1882. 

From — R. II. Wilson. Esq., Collector of Midnapore, 

To — The Secretary to the Board of Revenue, Lower Provinces. 

In reply to your letter No. 342 A, dated the 5th April, I have the 

Share honour to report that on 
As. 6. E. E. 


1. Baboo* Mukunda Lai Roy and Murari 

Lai R »y ••• 3 11 1 1 

2. Srimati brahmamayi and the minors of 

Maisadul 3 11 1 1 

3. Srimati Satyabhama ... ... ... 3 11 1 1 

4. „ Ram Mohini Debi 2 13 1 1 

6. „ Kajrani Dasi aud others ... 16 11 

6 a Baboo Bhubun Chun dr a Banerjee and 

others ... ... 0 13 0 2 

7. ti (Irish Chandra Maiti ... 0 13 0 2 


receipt of the Board’s No. 
810A, dated 24th December 
1879, a notice embodying 
the orders therein conveyed 
was served upon the proprie- 
tors of the Majnamuta 
estate as noted in the mar- 
gin. 


2. In reply, the petitions summarized iu the appendix to this letter 
were addressed to the Collector. The remaining proprietors made no 
reply. 
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Summary of the petitions of the proprietors of the Majnamuta state addressed to 

the Collector . 

Is*. — That most of the ryots of the Majnamuta estate have not 
Petition of Baboos signed the jummabundi € of the enhanced rates of 
Wakunda Laii Roy and rent, and until the enhanced rent is realized by 
Murari LaU Koy. Government without any objection they cannot 

accept the settlement. 

2nd. — That the collection charges have been reduced from Us. 35 
to Rs. 30 per cent., and that owing to the defalcation of the ryots in 
payment of their rents they will be put to much inconvenience and 
loss. 

3rd. — That they used to get Rs. 5 per cent, for repairing the 
grambheries before, while in the recent settlement the expenditure will 
be paid by Government after the work is completed by them. This 
being a professional work they cannot take the responsibility of this 
work. 

That only 3 annas, 1 1 gundas, 1 cowrie, and 1 cranti share of Eani 
„ . . . * r »» Satyabhama in pergunnah Doro and Naruamuta 

Manager of the Mysadul was purchased in a civil court decree by tne 
estate. Mysadul ward’s estate. As the enhanced rent is 

not realized by Government it will be very unsafe to take the settle- 
ment at this time. If, however, the other proprietors express their 
willingness, he will also make arrangements to do the needful. 


No. 191A, dated Calcutta, the 19th April 1882. 

From— H. J. S. Cotton, Esq., Secretary to the Board of Revenue, L,P., 
To— The Commissioner of the Burdwan Division. 

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 807, 
dated 25th February 1882, asking for instructions regarding the 
payment of malikana to the proprietors of the Majnamuta estate in 
the district of Midnapore. 

2. In reply I am to say that the estate was brought under khas 
management in 1875 for five years, under section 4 of Regulation IX 
of 1825, in consequence of the proprietors having failed to pay the 
Government revenue due thereon. The term of khas management 
expired in March 1880. In the meantime the re-settlement of the 
estate was completed, and the proprietors invited to engage at the 
enhanced revenue fixed at the re-settlement. On their refusal to accept 
the re-settlement, it was proposed, in your predecessor’s letter No. 1054, 
dated 11th December 1879, to extend the term of the khas management 
of. the estate for two years from March 1880. The Board then, in 
paragraph 5 of their letter No. 810A, dated 24th Decmeber 1879, 
directed the Collector to make a formal offer of the settlement to the 
proprietors of the estate from the beginning of 1880-81, and, in the 
event of the proprietors refusing to accept the settlement, the Collector 
was instructed to call upon them, under clause 3, section V, Regulation 
VII of 1822, to state the highest amount of jumma for which they 
might be willing to engage. The proprietors, however, when so called 
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upon, failed “ to specify and tender any sum as aforesaid,” and the 
estate remained under khas management. 

3. Under these circumstances, I am to say that the malikana 
allowance should continue to be calculated from the commencement 
of the Amli year 1287 in September 1879 up to 31st March 1880 at 
10 per cent, on the assessment of the last year of the proprietors’ 
engagement before the estate was taken under direct management 
under the provisions of section 4, Regulation IX of 1825, i.e., for 
1874-75, but that from the 1st April 1880 the case falls under the pro- 
visions of clause 3, section Y, Regulation YII of 1822. From that 
date the net revenue derived by Government from the mehal on 
account of the year preceding that in which the Collector made the 
requisition, that is, on account of the year 1878-79, must be taken as 
the sum by which the amount of malikana (not being less than five, 
nor more than ten, per cent, on the same) shall be adjusted. 

4. The Board are pleased to direct that the malikana allowance 
shall be calculated at the maximum rate, i.e., at 10 per cent, on the 
net juinma realized by Government in the year 1878-79. 

5. These orders must considered to have retrospective effect, and 
any payments which may already have been made must be adjusted 
in accordance with them. The exact amount payable should be reported 
for the information of the Board. 


No. 239, dated Cliinsurah, the 5th June 1882. 

Endorsed by — J. Beames, Esq., Commissioner of Burdwan. 

Copy forwarded to the Secretary to the Board of Revenue, Lower 
Provinces, for instructions, with reference to his No. 19 J A of the 
19th April last. 

2. The suggestion of the Collector appears to me judicious, and 
is recommended for approval of the Board. 


No. 100R, dated Midnapore, the 26th May 1882. 

From — R. H. Wilson, Esq., Collector of Midnapore, 

To — The Commissioner of Revenue, Burdwan Division. 

With reference to your endorsement No. 65, dated 27th April 
1882, I have the honour to solicit further instructions regarding the 
Board’s order No. 191 A, dated 19th April, on the subject of the 
malikana to be allowed to the proprietors of the Majnamuta estate. 

2. Paragraph 3 of the Board’s order directs that malikana shall 
be calculated on the net revenue derived from the mehal on account 
of the (financial) year 1878-79, while paragraph 4 says that it is 
to be calculated on the net jumma realized during the (financial) year 
1878-79. These are of course two different things ; and as the former 
of the two appears to be more exactly in conformity with the terms 
of Regulation VII of 1882, section 5, clause 3, it seems possible that 
paragraph 4 does not exactly express the Board’s meaning. 

3. The amount actually collected of oourse varies from year to 
year. The gross collections made during the year 1878-79 amounted to 
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Rs. 1,79,335-14-7, and as the cost of management was Rs. 37,391-5-7 
the net collections made during that year were Rs. 1,41,944-9. But 
these collections were made on account of arrear as well as current 
demand, and were not therefore all made on aocount of the year 
1878-79. . • 

4. On the other hand, as the Amli year runs in the estate it 
would at any time be difficult to arrive at the exact amount collected 
on account of the financial year 1878-79, and if the Amli year 1286 
(October 1878 to September 1879) be taken instead of the financial 
year 1878-7!) it is not yet possible to determine the exact amount of 
revenue derived from the mehal on account of that year, because 
balances on aocount of that year’s demand are in some cases still 
outstanding. 

5. The total demand of the Amli year 1286 was Rs. 1,78,407-3. 
Whether it will ever be completely collected is doubtful, but I would 
propose to give the proprietors the benefit of the doubt and calculate 
their malikana on the total demand of the Amli year 1286 less the 
cost of collection during that year. This will be slightly more advan- 
tageous to Government than the mode of calculation directed in the 
Board’s 4th paragraph, and at the same time it will apparently go as 
near as is practically possible towards complying with the exact terms 
of the law. 


No. 325 A, dated Calcutta, the 13th June 1882. 

From — C. C. Stevens, Esq., OfFg. Secy, to the Board of Rcvcunc, L.P., 
To — The Commissioner of Burdwau. 

With reference to your No. 239, dated 5th June 1882, and annex- 
ure, regarding the malikana to be allowed to the proprietors of the 
Majnamuta estate in Midnapore, I am directed to state that the Board 
agree in the suggestion made by the Collector that the malikana should 
be calculated on the total demand of the Amli year 1286, less the cost 
of collection during that year, although it is evidently much more 
fav )urable to the proprietors than the law prescribes. 

2. Under all the circumstances the Board have no objection to 
show them this consideration. 
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RE-SETTLEMENT OF «THE JELLAMUTA ESTATE, COMPRISING TEN PER- 
GUNNAHS. 


Before entering upon the details of the re-settlement, I proceed to 
give the history of the estate. It is said to be ascertained from certain 
papers which are described as the “ Analysis of the Revenues of Bengal 
by Mr. Chief Sheristadar Grant” that the Fouzdary of Hidgellee was 
first dismembered from the Soobah of Orissa, and annexed to that of 
Bengal, in the reign of Shah Jahan. Hidgellee at that time apparently 
contained 28 pergunnahs, which in 1707 A.D. (or Wilaity 1114) 
yielded a yearly revenue of Rs. 3,41,384 exclusive of the salt mehal 
which was then valued at Rs. 43,565 only. Later, several accessions 
were made to what had come to be called the ehuckla of Hidgellee, 
which comprised 38 pergunnahs in 1728 A.D. (1135 A S.) all united in 
the single zemindari trust of Sukdeo and yet sub-divided into five por- 
tions denominated Jellamuta, Doro Dumnan, Maliisadul, Toomooluck 
and Sujamuta. The ausil jummaor crown rent from 1135 to 1172 A.S. 
(1728 to 1765 A.D.) of the chuckla of Hidgellee was Rs. 4,77,947, and 
the nimki or salt mehal yielded Rs. 43,365. Apparently, all five sub- 
divisions were comprised in what was called the Uircar Maljeteah. 

In the margin I have given the names of the pergunnahs which 

constituted the two sub- 
divisions of Jellamuta (Lak- 
shiminarayn) and Doro 
Dumnan (Jadabram) which 
have come under re-settle- 
ment. Before going further, 
however, I wish to quote 
from a letter written on the 
13th October by Mr. Crom- 
melin, the Collector of 
Hidgellee, in 1812 : — “ Se- 
kundarPulwan, the elder bro- 
ther of Musnund Ali Shah, 
who is held in the highest 
veneration in these parts, is 
said to have conquered the 
whole of the Hidgellee dis- 
trict between the years 912 
and 952 Wilaity (1505 
and 1545 A.D.) for his bro- 
ther. After his death, which 
happened in 961 (1554 A.D.) 
Musnund Ali, who was a 
holy man and no warrior, 
understanding that the King 
had ordered a large force 







Divisions 

Au«il jum- 

and pergunnahs. 

uia of 1135. 



Rs. 


r i- 

- Jellamuta ( Luckhinaram ) 



I’erguuuah Jellamuta 

36,517 


>• 

Keoiamal 

65,146 



Dccamnal ... 

13,245 

w 


Rnkory 

7.363 

Jo 


Bahadurpur 

11,959 

ecT 

„ 

Gaomesli 

598 

<N 

„ 

Nt.ycbuk bazar 

958 

•■H 

l „ 

Wybatgurra 

808., 


r 




1 Pergunnah Balshahi 

1,308 



Bircool 

6,928 

»o 


Agrajoor 

4,173 i 

l <M 
i O 


Meer^oda ... 

2,915 | ® 

L 




Bhogrye Circar Muscory M . 

11,601 


Total of Jellamuta 

1,64,224 





f II . — Doro Dumnan {Jadabram.) 

Pergunuah ADjuamuta 

„ Doro Dumnan 

„ Arwamuta 

„ Kusba Hidgellee 

„ Grand eiy 

„ Hoseinabad (apparently the 

present ay a bad) 

„ Debmoita (not traceable) 

„ Siirifabad ... 

,, Anrnabod 

„ llalijora 

„ Pataspore, Circar Muscory 

„ bliipore and Jellasore 


62,919 
30,461 
In, 738 
2,136 
1,081 

466 

2,444 

4,072 

919 

4,763 

9,6b8 

2,798 


Total 


1,27,481 (sic.) 
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to be sent against him, is reported in 962 (1555 A.D.) to have 
buried himself alive. His son Bahadoor Cawn made his peace at 
Court, and was regularly confirmed in the possession of the district 
in 963 (1556 A.D.). He had a dewan named Bheem Sen 
Mohapatra who had also been the dewan of his father Musnund 
Ali. This man had in his service Kistna Panda, a Brahmin, for 
his cook, and a man named Issory Patnaik, who acted as his sircar, 
keeping the accounts of his private expenses. Bheem Sen Mohapatra 
is stated at a very advanced period of life to have sunk himself 
with his whole family in a large tank in 
pergannah^Hidgeli^ Bahirimuta* and on his death, Kistna Panda 
and Issory Putnaik, in concert with Zeil Cawn 
son-in-law of Musnund Ali, preferred complaints against Bahadoor 
Cawn to the King, who ordered him to be imprisoned about 970 
(1563 A.D.). Zeil Cawn then became possessed of the district, but 
lost it again in 980W (1573 A.D.) in consequence of Bahadoor Cawn 
having regained his liberty and his authority. On the death of 
Bahadoor Cawn, about the year 990 (1583 A.D.), Kistna Panda and 
Issory Patnaik had influence enough to procure grants from the King, 
respectively, of certain pergunnahs in the district, which (probably with 
some trifling variations) now form the separate zemindaries of Jella- 
muta and Majnamuta.” 

2. The foregoing remarks, as will be observed, do apply exclu- 
sively to the estates under report. What follows, however, is peculiar 
to Jellamuta. In writing on the Jellamuta estate, Mr. Bayley in 1844 
stated that the district (Hidgellee) was formerly under the local 

Government of Hooghly. The Mahrattas took 
possession in 1155-56 A.S. (1747-48 A.D.) ; 
but in 1177 A.S, (1769-70 A.D.) the district 
again reverted to its former dependence upon 
Hooghly. In 1178 A.S. (1771 A.D.) it came 
into the possession of our Government. The pro- 
perty in the pergunahs noted in the margin appears 
from a genealogical table in the Oollectorate to have descended from 
Kistna Panda in 990 A.S. (1583 A.D.) to Punee Choudhry, then to 
Gopal Choudhry, who became zemindar from 1101 to 1141 A.S. 
(1693 to 1734 A.D.). After his death his nephew, Lakshi Narayan 
Choudhry became proprietor from 1142 to 1171 A.S. (1735 to 
1764 A.D. ). He was succeeded by his son Birnarayan Roy, who 
lived from 1172 to 1187 A.S. (1765 to 1782 A.D.) ; he in time was 
succeeded by his son Naranarayan Roy, who maintained possession 
from 1190 to 1246 A.S. (1783 to 1839 A.D.). His eldest son of the 
age of 12 years, Krishna Sundar Narayan Roy, succeeded him and 
was the zemindar under the guardianship of his mother, Rani Krishna 
Priya, when Mr. Bayley wrote in 1844. 

3. The British acquisition of the country dates, as I have written 
above, from 1178 A.S. (1771 A.D.) from that year till 1208 AS. 
(1801 A.D.). The 13 pergunnahs of Keoramal, which is only another 
designation of the estate Jellamuta, were farmed. In 1208 A.S. 
(1801 A.D.) a permanent settlement of Bahirimuta, Bhaitgurh, 


Gaomesh. 

Enoch. 

Bhograi. 

Khalsi Bbograi. 

Kalindi Balshai. 

Bam da Bazar. 

Bayabad. 

Faharpore. 

Bisuao. 

Jellamuta. 
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and Daoanmal, and the other ten pergunnahs was offered to Raya 
Naranarayan Roy by the Collector and Salt Agent of Hidgellee, and 
aooepted by him only with reference to the three specially mentioned 
pergunnahs, the remaining 10 being leased in detached farms till 
1230 A.S. (1823 A.D.) to the former renters whose management had 
long redounded, it was said, to the advantage both of the inhabitants 
and of the State. During this period of farms, malikana at the rate 
of 10 per cent, on the net collections was paid to the zemindar. 
Subsequent to this, in accordance with the request of the proprietor, 
Mr. Wyatt, the Collector of Hidgellee effected a temporary settlement 
of the 10 pergunnahs which lasted till 1235 A.S. (1828 A.D.). This 
settlement was prolonged lor an additional term of five years reaching 
down to 1240 A.S. (1833 A.D.), the year of the great inundation. 
The jumma of these temporary settlements amounted to Company’s 
Rs. 1,12,009-13-8, the malikana being reduced from 10 to 6f per cent., 
because the zemindar was considered to be in very affluent circum- 
stances, because the assessment was considered light, and because the 
authorities considered it necessary to maintain the jumma at the amount 
realized during the farming period. In 1240 A.S. (1833 A.D.) the 
sea spread over the Hidgellee district by which 596 villages were 
flooded and 12,223 houses destroyed, and 2,967 human beings and 
8,232 head of cattle perished. In 1241 A.S. (1834) the district was 
visited by a severe storm which caused the rivers to overflow their 
banks, and to do extensive injury to the crops. Large remissions 
of revenue were granted, and the estate was kept under khas manage- 
ment for that year, to be followed by a temporary settlement extending 
to 1249 A.S. (1842 A.D.). In the meantime inundation and drought 
successively for four years, 1242 A.S. (1835 A D.), 1244 A.S. (1837 
A.D.), 1245 A.S. (1838 A.D.), and 1248 A.S. (1841 A.D.), afflicted 
the estate, and large remissions of Government revenue were made. 
The property was then allowed to remain in the hands of Rani Krishna 
Priya on the strange condition that she should make all future pay- 
ments of revenue on the basis of a settlement which it was in contem- 
plation to effeot under the provisions of Regulation YII of 1822. In 
the year 1243 A.S. (1836 A.L>.) a proposal was made to bring the 
estate again under khas management ; considerable damage had been 
caused to the property owing to the proprietors having neglected the 
repairs of the interior embankments called grambheries. However, on 
Rani Krishna Priya’s earnest solicitation, Mr. Mills, the Commis- 
sioner, decided that it would be more conducive to the prosperity of 
the estate and the maintenance of the interests of Government to 
extend khas management which had always failed in Hidgellee. After 
this, steps were taken under Mr. Grote, the Superintendent of Settle- 
ment in Midnapore, to measure and settle the whole estate. Mr. Grote 
did not stay in India to finish the work, whioh was taken up and 
completed by Mr. Bayley, who in 1844 submitted his final reports on 
the 10 pergunnahs of Jellamuta. 

4. These 10 pergunnahs were found to oontain an area of 
152,656 acres, or 287,062 local bighas, inclusive of jalpai, land in the 
occupation of the Salt Agent The real area of the estate after 
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deduction of the area of the Sudder Mehals borne on the towjih, the 
nankar and the jalpai lands was 195,5816. 13 c. 8b. (local bighas). 
The jumma assessed thereon amounted to Rs. 1,67,863-13-114. 
After deduction of 35 per cent, as malikana and collection expenses, 
and after deduction of an additional 5 per 'cent, to cover expenses 
on account of repairs of embankments and to compensate for the great 
liabilities to risks from drought and inundation, the revenue payable 
to Government amounted to Rs. 98,248-1-04. From this sum there 
was to be deducted the wages of the pulbandi paiks, police paiks, 
and chowkidars, and any other items which the extension of the half 
rental assessment and the result of the appeals to the Special 
Commissioner would occasion. It should be remembered that 
Es. 48,019-10-5J of the new assessment were derived purely from 
resumptions, a source which contributed nothing to the older jummas. 
The real difference between the proceedings of 1845 and the older 
settlements, lay in the inequality of the allowances to the proprietor ; 
6f per cent, were fixed as malikana before 1845, whereas 40 per cent. 

were generally allowed after that year. 
Regarding the jumma of 1845, Mr. Bayley 
wrote : “ I do not mean to say that the 
estate cannot yield a higher jumma 
under the moderate assessment now 
imposed on it ; it will doubtless recover it- 
self, but it will take time to do so ; 
and, on the whole, I am of opinion 
that the mehal is fairly assessed.” At 
the same time I cannot refrain from 
observing that the jumma fixed by 
Mr. Bayley* is less than the actual col- 
lections of every year, from 1208 to 
1230 A.S. (1801 to 1823 A.D.), including 
those of the latter year which amount to 
Rs. 97,811-12-3 in sicca rupees. The col- 
lections of 1217 and 1244 (1810 and 1837 
A.D.) were Rs. l,06,819-2-12gds. and 
Rs. 1,06,047 in sicca rupees respect- 
ively. The collections from 1208 to 
1230 A.S. (1801 to 1823 A.D.) are given 
in the margin. 

5. Some information regarding the statistics of the estate as 
ascertained by Mr. Bayley is now given. The number of villages in 
the entire estate was 513, the population being 36,691, of which 
number 29,564 were Hindus and the rest Mahomedans. The 
population was divided into 19,495 families, which number gives 
an avferage of less than two persons to each family. The rich 
families were 23 in number, the poor 19,472. There were only 
three schools in the estate in which grammar and the sacred books 
of the Hindus were taught. Mr. Bayley, however, adds that Persian 
Ooriya, and Bengalee were taught in 23 villages ; that 9,251 persons 
could read and write ; coarse cloth was the only manufacture and that 


•1260 

1251 

1253 

1253 

1254 

1255 

1256 

1257 

1258 to 1274 


1208 to 1216 . 

1217 

1218 

1219 

1220 
1221 
1222 

1223 

1224 
1226 
1226 

1227 

1228 

1229 

1230 


Rs. ▲. G. 

84,244 12 84 
91,685 6 7* 
95,452 5 6± 
98,368 5 2 
98,450 14 54 
98,491 1 04 
98,531 11 2 
98,654 6 04 
98,559 15 104 

Rs. ▲. g. c. 


1,06,819 2 12 0 
1,01,095 1 19 2 

1,01,10110 16 3 
(>8,659 7 1 0 


1,00,842 14 9 1 
1,06,747 4 17 1 
1,04,155 1 1 2 
1,04,470 7 17 2 
1,05,301 9 10 2 

1,03,483 4 15 3 
1,03,710 6 16 2 
97,811 12 3 1 
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insufficient for home consumption. The land was divided into two 
kinds, jal producing rice, and kala (sub-divided into dhasa and 
sandy) producing betel, betel-nut, coooanut, ootton, mustard, vege- 
tables, mulberry. It is not to be supposed that these products grew 
in every one of the pergunnahs ; all of them were noticed in some one 
or more pergunnahs. 

6. ^ The principal features of Mr. Bayley’s settlement that, in 
my opinion, ought to be noticed by me as I write the history of 
the estate are these: — The existence in Jellamuta and other per- 
gunnahs of a vast number of embankments, the repairs of some of 
which, such as Hasiabundi, Jalnikashi, and Khalkhundig, oonstruoted 
along the khals and large channels, the Government took upon 
itself leaving the interior embankments (grambheries, gramsurhad- 
bheries, and bhereebundee) to be maintained by the zemindar who 
habitually neglected them and allowed the cultivated land to fall out 
of cultivation with a view to decrease the assets of the estate at the 
time when settlement proceedings had to be undertaken. (2) The 
liability of Government to pay not only khalari rents which were 
looked upon as a mal asset and were included in the revenue, but 
also moshahera. (3) The large area of jalpai land, 60,4706. Qc. 66., 
(local bighas) in this estate alone in the possession of the Salt Agent 
for which he paid khalari rents to the managers for the time being 
of the estate. (4) The resumption and assessment at full rates of the 
akharajat lands, that is lands in the possession of paiks, mohurirs, 
and other collectors of rents for the zemindars, and held hitherto 
at a nominal or peshkush rent. The handsome allowance made to 
the proprietor in all the pergunnahs, parts of Erinch and Gaomesh 
alone excepted, 40 per cent., made it incumbent on the authorities to 
resume these holdings. The resumption likewise of the zemindars 
nankar, also held at a nominal rent of the lands in the holdings 
of police paiks, zemindari paiks, chowkidars, pulbandi paiks, barbers, 
et hoc genus omne ; henceforward to be remunerated by a money 
payment or pension, (5) The existence of a vast number of resumed 
rent-free and confirmed lakhiraj tenures, some of which latter had 
hitherto together with the former paid a peshkush. (6) The absence 
of a great many lakhiraj dars, whose lands were resumed and assessed 
at a half rental yet who did not come forward to settle. (7) The 
disparity existing between the rates applied to the assessment of 
the mal lands and those of resumed rent-free tenures; the rates 
of the latter were in many instances only half the former, though 
superiority in produdtive power of the soil, if any, most unquestionably 
lay with the resumed lands. 

8. The advancement of a great many claims to hold land at per- 
manent or low rates. Some of which were confirmed ; most rejected. 

9. The authority derived apparently from usage and custom, and 
vested in pahi ryots (ten ants- at- will) to transfer or alienate their 
holdings, and their non-liability to be ousted, save when in arrear. 

7. Mr. Bayley’s settlement of Jellamuta was to have a term of 
24 years from 1250 to 1274 (1843 to 1867, A.D.) and the jumma as 
will have been noticed was progressive till 1258 (1851) when it reached 
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its maximum amount (Rs. 98, 559-15-10 J). In 1851 the proprietors 
committed default in payment of the revenue, and Mr. Bayley, who 
had beoome the Collector of the district, brought the estate under 
khas management, agreeably to the provisions of Act IX of 1825. 
This administration continued for 15 years down to the year 1865, the 
collections being made through the medium of farmers. In 1866 the 
Collector, Mr. Herschel, summarily settled the estate for one year, the 
conditions undergoing no change save in one particular. Hitherto the 
khalari rent due to the proprietors had been included in the sudder 
jumma, and payments made on this account used to be debited to land 
revenue ; a sum equivalent to this khalari rent was assessed by 
Mr. Herschel on the waste lands of the estate, and being included in 
the revenue assets, was considered a set-off to the khalari rent, payment 
of which was stopped, and the jumma therefore suffered no change. The 
proprietors objected very strongly to this arrangement, but were overruled. 

8. In 1867, on the expiry of the term — the summary settlement — 
the estate was temporarily-settled for five years on the same conditions as 
before, pending a regular detailed re-measurement and re-assessment 
which was in contemplation ; proceedings towards this re-settlement were 
not begun by me till January 1874, but as in the meantime the term 
of the five yearB , summary settlement had expired, the estate was 
allowed to remain in the hands of the proprietors on the same condi- 
tions as before for an indefinite period, which was to terminate with the 
completion of the present re-settlement proceedings. 

9. What I have already written will have disclosed the cause and 
origin of settlement ; the estate has in fact never been permanently- 
settled, and the reason will in some measure be apparent from a perusal 
of Appendix No. I, which is a quotation taken from the old records. 
The right of Government in the estate extends to its appropriating 
as Government revenue that portion of the gross assets which remains 
after deduction of proprietary allowance and collection expenses ; these 
both combined generally amounting to about 30 per cent, of those 
assets. 

Boundaries of the Estate. 

10. The estate comprises 10 pergunnahs of which three — Erinch— 
Bainda Bazar, and part (called pergunnah) of Bisuan are contained in 
one block ; four others, Kalindi Balshai, Gaomesh, Bhograi, and Khalsa 
Bhograi are contained in another block ; while the remaining three 
pergunnahs, Jellamuta, Paharpur, and Keoramal Nyabad, are quite 
detached from each other as well as from the rest of the estate. The 
boundaries of the first block are— 

On the north Gumgurh* and Sujamuta ;* on the south Bahiri- 
muta ;* on the east river Hooghly and Gumgurh ;* 
0n *k 0 wes * Naruamuta.t 

^^Temporary-settled per- Those of the second blook are — 

gunnahs of the Majna- On the north Shipore* and Majnamuta;t 

uuta estate. on ^he south Bay of Bengal; on the east 

Hajnamuta;t and on the west Bircool,* Mirgoda,* and Orissa, 
Balshai* 
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f Temporarily settled 
pergunnahs. 


Pergunnah Jellamuta is bounded — 

On the north by Mynachor,* Tumulook,* and Gumgurh ;• on 
the south by Sujamuta,* Bhuiyamuta,* and Aranganagor ;• on 
the east by Aranganagor* and a detached portion of Sujamuta ;* 
on the west by Amarsi and Sabang.* 

Pergunnah Paharpore is bounded — 

On the north by Kismut Pataspore ;t on the south by Majna- 
m t, n ... , muta ;t on the east by Naruamuta on the 
peigunnahs of the Majna west by Dantamuta and Agraohor. 
muta estate. Pergunnah Keoramal Nyabad is bounded — 

On the north by the river Bagda ; on the 
south by Majna Nyabad ;f on the east by Bahiri- 
muta and Bhaitgurh ;* on the west by Naruamuta. f 

But there are individual villages belonging to some of the 
pergunnahs and especially to that of Bisuan, which are altogether 
detached and situated at a distance from the other portions of the 
estate, being surrounded by the lands of the villages of other 
estates either temporarily or permanently-settled. The boundaries 
of such villages cannot and need not be given here. 

[a) There were in all 18 boundary disputes where lands said to 
belong to the estate were claimed by the proprietors of other estates. 
The area of the land involved in the disputes was 7456. 6c. 7£6. of 
which eventually 4866. 9c. 66. were assigned to the estate under 
report, the rest, 2586. 17c. l£6., being disposed of otherwise. 

System of Measurement. 


11. The measurement of the entire estate was by a chain of 30 
feet in length and a Bengalee surveying compass. The plan of each 
village was plotted to the scale of 32 inches to the mile. The areas of 
the different fields in the village area were at first computed in standard 
bighas was (36. 0c. 86.= an acre), and afterwards reduced to local 
bighas (16. 17c. 106.=an acre) to admit of the application of the local 
rates. The area in local bighas was noted in a separate column of the 
schedules (chittahs). The system of measurement adopted by the ameen 
was as follows: — In a village of ordinary size, say 300 or 400 bighas, 
the ameen began by measuring the four sides of all the fields lying on 
the village boundary ; he took also the bearings of these sides with the 
aid of the Bengalee surveying compass. He then plotted on his plan 
the village boundary and the fields so measured. In order to seoure 
the meeting of the two ends of the village boundary, when finally 
closing up, he took the lengths and bearings of several tie-lines 
connecting different points in the village boundary, so that errors in 
measurement or plotting should be kept separate and apart, being 
confined to the several spaces covered by these tie-lines. When finish- 
ing his circuit the ameen knew that if any error existed it was contain- 
ed in the space covered by the last tie-line. In this way, as a rule, he 
succeeded in getting the two ends of the village boundary to meet. He 
then measured the interior fields, taking no bearings, and plotted them 
on his village plan. Under this system, undoubtedly on the first essay, 
it was sometimes found impracticable to fit in all the fields ; the 
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plotting had to be commenced anew. Eventually, however, the ameens 
became so experienced and skilled in plotting that some oi them drew 
plans which were marvels of accuracy and neatness. Even when they 
were not quite accurate, the error, if immaterial, was allowed to pass, 
the absolute correctness of the schedules being maintained and insisted 
upon. The main purpose of the plans was that no field should 
escape notice and be left unmeasured altogether, and therefore 
unplotted ; the schedules formed the basis of the subsequent assessment 
operations. 

(а) When the village was a large one, two or more artificial blocks 
were made of the village area and measured in the way described above. 
The ameen would have otherwise found it impossible to get the ends 
of the village boundary to approximate at all. Whatever errors have 
been made during the entire measurement would have all been focussed 
into the end ; whereas, under the system of having separate blocks, the 
errors were dispersed and confined to particular spaces. 

(б) Tests were made of the ameens’ measurement in every village 
by the several supervising Deputy and Sub- Deputy Collectors during 
the three years that measurement operations were in progress. I 
visited every pergunnah, and made frequent tests ; picked amlahs 
of my establishment also checked the measurement on a still more 
extensive scale. Besides the scientific test of circuit lines with 
off-sets, they tested the lengths of the sides and the areas in individual 
fields ; ascertained whether the classification of the soil and the owner’s 
name had been correctly recorded. In short, no precautions were 
omitted in this re-settlement to ensure accurate measurements. 

Aggregate area of the estate, and area gained, as compared 

WITH THE FORMER AREA. 

12. The area of the estate in the further settlement was 
• Lands taken np by the 198,3866. 2 c. 26. \§\gd%.f in this re-settlement 

Hidgeiiee Tidal canal are the area has been found to be 202,1986. 6 c. 
excluded. 136. 17 yd ». ; in other words there has resulted 

an increase of 3,8126. 4c. 116. 1 \gd%. This difference I cannot explain ; 
it is, however, insignificant and may be due to the more accurate 
surveys of the present day compared with the rough (khasra) measure- 
ments of 1840. For details of the area 1 would beg a reference to the 
statement A herewith annexed, showing the former and present areas, 
and the jummas assessed thereon in the Jellamuta estate. 

Description of the Soil. 

13. The land of the 10 pergunnahs comprising the estate is of 
two descriptions — kala or high land sub-divided into bastu (homestead) 
and dhasa (suitable for cold- weather orops), and jal or rice land. I may 
explain that no very valuable crops are produced to any appreciable 
extent in the dhasa land which grows only mustard, cotton, linseed, flax, 
brinjals, pumpkins, other native vegetables, water-melons, cocoanuts, 
betel-nuts, betel leaf (sparsely) ; bin, mulberry, and sugarcane being 
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almost unknown. The jal produces rice in most of the pergunnahs in 
most luxuriant form. 

(a) Eight of the 10 pergunnahs of the estate are quite inland ; 
pergunnah Bisuan and Kalindi Balshai border on the river Hooghly 
and on the Bay of Bengal, respectively, but are quite protected from salt 
water inundations by the great sea-dyke of Hidgellee. Two pergunnahs 
contain jungle — Keormal Nyabad and Paharpore — the latter to a con- 
siderable extent ; but reclamation is going on, and in a few years oul- 
turable pieces of land will have been brought under the plough. All the 
pergunnahs are well cultivated, but particularly Jellamuta and Erinch ; 
in the latter the best crops grow, while both have good water-carriage 
for their surplus produce, the latter by means of the Hidgellee tidal 
canal. 


14. There are 


Jellamuta 

790 

Taraf Erinch 

406 

Do. Bisuan 

626 

Kalindi Balshai ... 

299 

Bhograi 

497 

Paharpore 

220 

Khalsa Bhograi ... 

104 

Keorumal Nyabad 

15 

Bainda Bazar 

21 

Gctomesh 

25 

Total 

2,963 


Rent-free Holdings. 

2,963 confirmed rent-free holdings or tenures in 
the estate, assigned in the margin to the different 
pergunnahs to which they belong. They alto- 
gether cover an area of 27,9606. 17c. 16. and 194^. 
The former area was 27,7796. 6c. 16. and 12£g; 
therefore an increase of 1806. 19c. 06. and 17 \g. 
has resulted, but this excess is entirely owing to 
former defective measurements. The most 
careful local enquiries were made, and it was 
brought to light that the lakhirajdars had not 
encroached on the mal or revenue-paying lands 
lying adjacent to their tenures. 


Lands not fit to be assessed at present. 

15. The area of the unassessed culturable waste in the former 
settlement was 5,9066. 4c. 86. ; it has now decreased to 4096. 9c. 16. and 
10.?. The area of unassessed unoulturable waste was 27,3916. 14c. 86. 
and 6^. ; this also has decreased now to 22,8976. 14c. 126. and 8 g. The 
total extension of cultivation is represented by an area of 9,9906. 
15c. 26. and 8 \g. The gerias or small ponds were not assessed in the 
last settlement, but in this re-settlement it was brought to light that 
ponds in excess of the number that existed in 1845 had been freshly 
excavated to the detriment of the estate, but to the advantage of the ryots 
who stored fish in them for their own consumption and benefit. All such 
gerias as had been newly excavated for any other purpose than for the 
absolutely necessary requirements of the ryots were accordingly brought 

under assessment. The total areas covered by 
oni In pergunnah Ennch the new gerias in the estate is 9136. 6c. 16. 19 £g., 
@ J * and those that have been assessed bring in a 

rental of Rs. 1,141-10-0^* at the rate of Rs. 1-4 per bigha. 

Rates. 

16. In at least 8 of the 10 pergunnahs comprising the Jellamuta 
estate, the assessment of rates was made according to the standards 
prevailing in the neighbouring permanently-settled pergunnahs, a 
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comparison being at the same time instituted with the enhanced rates 
that were being proposed in the adjacent temporarily-settled peigun- 
nahs of the Majnamuta estate whioh has likewise come under 
re-settlement. In one pergunnah, Keoramal Nyabad, which had no 
permanently-settled pergunnah lying adjacent* to it, the assessment 
was based solely on calculation of outturn of produoe and value there- 
of. The rates assessed in Keoramal Nyabad bear the same ratio to 
the increased productiveness of soil and enhanced value of produce 
as the old rates bore to the former value of produoe. Nay, I should 
rather say that the ryot of the present day, with the enhanced value of 
the produoe of his holding, is better off by our assessment than the 
ryot of 1846 was with the estimated value of the produoe of that year, 
and the corresponding assessment. In seven of the eight pergunnahs 
afore-mentioned (Gaomesh being excepted) with a view of testing the 
fairneBS of the proposed rates, calculations similar to those that were 
made in Keoramal Nyabad regarding increased outturn of produce and 
enhanced value thereof were applied so far as it was possible to do so. 

Unfortunately the papers of the former settlement do not in the 
case of all the pergunnahs give figures showing what was the 
estimated outturn in 1845, and its value; also the ratio that 
the rates assessed bore to this value. In this re-settlement in the 


case of pergunnah Taraf Bisuan, which has its villages scattered 
not only througout the estate, but also all over the Majnamuta 
estate, no comparison with the rates prevailing in neighbouring 
permanently-settled pergunnahs was possible, the rates assessed for 
the adjacent villages of the temporarily-settled pergunnahs whether 
of Majnamuta or Jellamuta, wherein lay the villages of Taraf 
Bisuan, have been taken also for the assessment of the latter. 


A comparison of the rates assessed in Taraf Bisuan may fairly 
be made with the rate assessed in the other pergunnahs of Jella- 
muta, and the validity of these rates may be tested by the 
calculations relating to outturn of produce in Bisuan and value 
thereof. I have annexed to this report two 
# 8 .-atonal statements,* one showing the rates assessed in 

the different pergunnahs of Jellamuta, side by side with the rates 
prevailing in the neighbouring permanently-settled pergunnahs, and 
with the rates proposed for the assessment of the neighbouring per- 
gunnahs of the Majnamuta estate also under re-settlement. The 
othert statement gives the outturn of produce 
* * 8 men " in the several pergunnahs as ascertained by 
actual experiment, the value thereof, the costs of cultivation, the 


average rate assessed, and the net profit left to the ryot. Where 
similar statistics are given in the papers of the former settlement they 
are also reproduced for the purposes of comparison. In the case of 
some of th$ pergunnahs where they are not so given, old residents, 
who had personal knowledge of the proceedings of 1845, were examined, 
but 1 cannot . say that it is my belief that much dependence can be 
placed on their statements. 

(a) At the outset, before the confirming revenue authorities 
proceed to the consideration of the rates given in the first statement, 
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this fact should be borne in mind that the bigha in Jellamuta is 
larger than the bigha in the permanently-settled pergunnahs adjacent. 
The rates of the permanently-settled pergunnahs given in the state- 
ment are, however, adjusted to the Jellamuta standard. They are, as 
a rule, much in excedfc of the rates proposed for the assessment of 
Jellamuta. The legitimate conclusion to be arrived at therefore, if 
the productive powers of the soil are equal in both the temporarily- 
settled and permanently-settled pergunnahs, is that the proposed 
assessment is fair and equitable, and yet none of the ryots have signed 
the jummabundee, save those of two villages of 37 in pergunnah 
Erinch, though many showed an inclination at first to accept our 
assessment, till they were led away by the persuasions of some of the 
leading ryots who cultivate large areas in their holdings and on whom 
the new assessment would press with particular weight. 

(6) One circumstance connected with the calculations regarding 
outturn of produce and value thereof requires perhaps some explana- 
tion, which, I regret to say, I cannot give to my own satisfaction ; this is 
the great disparity in the amounts of the net profit left to the ryot in 
the different pergunnahs. The same disparity is noticed as having 
existed at the time of the last settlement, whereas Es. 2-8 was the 
profit left to a ryot in Jellamuta in 1845, the ryot of Bisuan was obliged 
to rest content with Es. 1-1-11 only, the disparity amounting to so 
much as Rs. 1-6-1 — considerably more than the profit itself of the 
Bisuan ryot. In this re-settlement the disparity between the profit left 
to the ryot of Jellamuta and that of Bainda Bazar amounts to 
Es. 1-12-6, but the value of the produce per bigha in the latter per- 
gunnah is only Es. 7-4, whereas it is Es. 9-12 in Jellamuta, and 
the disparity in the proposed rates is almost nil — only 6 pies ; hence 
the Jellamuta ryot gets all the benefit of the greater productiveness 
of the soil of his pergunnah. In the former settlement the rate for 
the Bainda Bazar ryot was Es. 1-9, whereas it was only Es. 1-4 
for the J ellamuta ryot ; the enhancement by the proposed rate for the 
former is only Ee. 0-7-6, whereas it is so much as 12 annas for the 
latter ; yet the latter has much the larger profit. There can be no 
doubt that in the assessment of rates any disparity in the productive- 
ness of the soil of different pergunnahs, however slight, operates 
greatly to the disadvantage of the ryot of the less productive per- 
gunnah. But this is a natural consequence — at least so I take it. Of 
two pergunnahs, one very productive and the other only moderately so, 
an assessment of rates, however equitable, must be relatively much 
more lenient or less of a burden on the ryot of the more fertile per- 
gunnah than on the ryot of the less fertile pergunnah. 

(c) Calculations of outturn and value of produce have been 
possible for the most part only in connection with rice land ; it has not 
been found any easy matter to discover a ground for the enhancement 
of rates for high land (dhasa) on account of increased productiveness. 
But there is no reason why the rates prevailing in the neighbouring 
permanently-settled pergunnahs should not be introduced in Jellamuta 
for both highland (dhasa) and homestead (bastu), and I am assured that 
the ryots, if they accepted the enhanced rates for rice land, would not 

11 
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object to the rates for dhasa and bastu. That the value of land of 
every description has vastly increased since the time of the last settle- 
ment there is no reason to doubt ; the ryots now enjoy almost perfect 
immunity from the disastrous effects of storm- waves and salt-water 
inundations ; so complete is the system of embankments constructed and 
maintained at great cost by Government in Hidgellee. The drainage 
also, except in Jellamuta pergunnah, is all that could be desired ; the 
ryots may suffer occasionally from drought, but never from inundations 
either of fresh or salt-water. 

Bunkur. 

17. There is no revenue derived from woods or groves. 

Fisheries. 

18. The revenue derived from 46 fisheries assessed throughout 
the estate is Bs. 238-5 -5^ as compared with Bs. 187-1-3J, the figures of 
the last settlement. But the Commissioner has expressed an opinion 

_ that the revenue of Bs. 131 derived from two sea 
letters^Nos.^^^nd 0 902 , fisheries should be abandoned on the ground of 
dated 5th and 14th Febru- their being sea fisheries. I need hardly add that 
ary 1878, respectively. on consideration I have felt constrained to concur 
in opinion with the Commissioner, though the assessment of the two 
fisheries has come down to us from the last settlement and has been 
acquiesced in by the zemindars. 

Different classes of Byots. 

19. There are three classes of ryots in the estate ; 1 8,568 khood- 

khast or resident ryots, 15,398 paikast 
18,568 cultivating 80,097-6-2-of. or non-resident rvots who have been 

6 96 „ 2 , 979 - 1 - 0 - 17 }- m possession oi their holdings lor 

more than 12 years; both these 
olasses enjoy rights of occupancy ; and 696 non-resident ryots who have 
not been in possession for 12 years and who have no rights of occu- 
pancy. The jumma of no class of ryots can be enhanced during the 
term of re-settlement ; so long as a ryot even of the 3rd class pays his 
rents he cannot be ousted by the zemindars, and even when he is ousted 
it can only be after legal proceedings and with the court’s sanction. 
The ryots possess those rights which either they have always exercised, 
and which have come down to them from the last settlement (the 
privilege of selling or otherwise transferring their holdings being one 
of them), or rights which have accrued to them by distinct legal enact- 
ment. So that the zemindars who are entitled to re-settlement cannot 
„ M dispute the status of the ryots hereinbefore 
Vtdeh 1B €tter °- 370 > 1. However, the transferable right of the 

Hidgellee, both resident and non-resident, 
holdings, was called in question by the 

IIlUbH CBIrBlfC. , , O 7 . . * _ , 

Commissioner as opposed to the orders ot the 
Government of India. But under the circumstances represented in my 


dated 16th July 1877, on the ucduiiuoi 
re-settlement of Saiifabad, ryots of 
a pergunnah of the Majua- j n 
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letter No. 203 of the 26th July 1877, the long established — I might 
almost say — hereditary rights of the ryots throughout the pergunnahs 
in Ilidgellee cannot now be contested in a court of law. 

Kent Roll. 

20. The statement A annexed to this report gives the proposed 
gross assets compared wiili the former gross assets. The increase or 
decrease in the assets on account of each kind of land is also given. 
The increase by the proposed re-settlement amounts to Rs. 98,024-2-1 \ 
in total gross assets, which were Rs. 1,50,747-6-8^ and have now 
become Rs. 2,44,790-10-8. 


Number qf Inhabitants. 

21. There are in the estate 30,898 men, 31,292 women, 15,439 
boys under 12 years of age, 12,267 girls under 12 years of age. There 
are 37,733 cows, 287 buffaloes, 392 horses and ponies, 1,760 sheep, 
2,548 goats, 3 elephants, and 3 camels. 


Resumption of Rent-free Holdings. 

No proceedings were taken in this re- settlement to resume 
rent-free lands. There are 3,323 petty, 
formerly resumed rent-free, holdings 
or tenures in the estate assigned in 
the margin to the different pergunnahs 
to which they belong. They alto- 
gether cover an area of 27,412#. 15c. 
13#. and 19§^., yielding a half-rental 
of Rs. 9,476-6 -6|. The former area 
was 28,017#. 8c. 15#. and Ofy. assessed 
Total 3 > 323 in 1844 with a half rental assessment 

of Rs. 9,386-0-10J : a decrease of 
604#. 9c. 1#. and 9 g. in the former area and an increase of Rs 90-5-8^ in 
the half rental assessment have resulted. The decrease in area is attri- 
butable solely to the incorrectness of the former measurements. The 
increase over the former half rental assessment represents the half 
rental assessed on such petty resumed rent-free tenures as were un- 
assessed, because found uncultivated at the time of the last settlement. 
The assessment has been made strictly in accordance with the provisions 
of Board’s circular No. 6 of January 1866. 


22 . 


Jellamuta 
Tarut Erinrli 
„ Bisuau 
Kalindi BaUluii .. 
Rliograi 
Palo. rpore 

KliaUa Blinfrrai .. 
Kforam il Nval>ad 
Raimi, iiazar 
Gaoniehli 


1,327 

293 

347 

358 

586 

245 

97 

9 

14 

48 


Bartjas and Putwaries. 

23. The number of baruas entertained in the estate by the con- 
ditions of the last settlement is 391 {vide statement D annexed). The 
amount of remuneration was Rs. 1,578-3-0, The proposed number of 
baruas or village headman is 392, and their proposed remuneration 
Rs. 1,679-15. My views of the subject of baruas are contained in 
my letter No. 394, dated 29th March last, to the Commissioner. For 
the reasons therein stated, I would recommended their abolition ; their 
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chief fault lay in obstruotiveness to the present re-settlement proceed- 
ings, and in inducing the general body of ryots to oppose our assess- 
ments. There were no putwaries in J ellamuta according to the terms 
of the last settlement. I have proposed to employ 60 putwaries at a 
cost of Us. 3,600 yearly (vide statement E annexed). 

Grambheries. 

24. The Government has ruled (ride marginal note) that the ryots 
So . 2878, dated 5th are bound to keep in proper repair the gram- 

July 1872, received with bheries in the estate. These grambheries are 

dum's'c) * 325 , S dated °i ith absolutely necessary for cultivation. In the 
August 1872. former settlement, in 6 pergunnahs 5 per cent, 

of the gross assets were granted to the zemindars for the express pur- 
pose of constructing and repairing grambheries. The allowance amounted 
. . . . to Us. 7,000* in the entire estate. The zemindars 

imate. The 6 per cent, have consistently neglected this obligation, and 
on account of grambhery th e r y 0 t s are most unwilling now to take it 
the 40 per cent, of gross upon themselves. In accordance with vuovern— 
assets allowed to the pro- ment ruling the grambhery allowance previously 
pnetor ’ granted to the zemindars is withdrawn in this 

re-settlement ; hut as the ryots firmly decline to be made liable for the 
repairs, and will not take pottahs in which the obligation is inserted, 
the revenue authorities will have to decide how it is to be made legally 
binding on them. In the re-settlement proceedings it has been recorded 
what grambhery or grambheries are to be repaired by the ryots of 
a particular village it was found impracticable to specify. What gram- 
bhery should be repaired by individual ryots. Grambheries for the 
most part are constructed on the boundary of two conterminous villages, 
and help to retain the water necessary for the cultivation of the fields of 
both villages. They are also used as footpaths for cattle going to pasture, 
and generally for passengers moving from one village to another. 

Drainage Channels. 

25. The zemindars are bound, also under the Government 
ruling quoted above, to keep in proper repair the interior drainage 
channels in the estate. This duty also they have always neglected ; but 
if they take settlement, a clause will be inserted in the pottak to be 
granted to them, making it obligatory on them to provide for and 
maintain the efficient drainage of the estate. 

Parties entitled to Settlement. 

26. The rights belonging to each class of tenants on the estate 
have been set forth in the preceding paragraph ; that these rights are 
beyond dispute has also been shown. Whatever party takes settlement, 
be it the zemindars (at present the two ladies noted in the margin) or 

an outsider, the collection of rents will have to 
Kini Hari Priya. ] 3e ma( j e during the term of settlement that will 

„ nanaamayi. hereafter be sanctioned strictly according to the 

jummabundee made by the settlement department. No enhancement 
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of rents will be allowed during that term. It would be well in this 
place to show how the two aforementioned ladies have succeeded to 
the possession of the estate. The last settlement was made with Rani 
Krishna Priya. On her death the zemin dari devolved on Krishna 
Indra Nurayan’s youngbr brother. Kunwar Narayan obtained a decree 
for a moiety in the zemindari and took possession accordingly. The 
former died, leaving his son Gajendra Narayan, and the latter died, 
leaving his wife, Hari Priya, to succeed to the property. Gajendra 
Narayan died lately, leaving his wife, Anandamayi, to succeed to his 
share in the property. Hari Priya and Anandamayi Debi have there- 
fore been called upon to take the re-settlement ; they do not absolutely 
decline- it ; they say that the former rate of their malikana and 
collection charges has now been greatly reduced, whereas the jumma 
has been considerably enhanced. They cannot make up their minds 
either to agree to or to decline the re-settlement until they have got 
copies of all the papers. That no malikana is deducted in their 
favour from the half rental assessment of petty resumed rent-free 
tenures, but only 10 per cent, has been allowed on account of 
collection charges. They say they should have full authority to 
oust defaulting ryots summarily, and to realize arrear rents by summary 
distraint and sale of their property. These objections and particularly 
the final request are most unreasonable and utterly unworthy of 
consideration. They do not name any jumma which they are willing 
to pay for their estate, though they were expressly invited to give 
expression to their opinions regarding this point. 


Collection expenses and Malikana. 


27. The collection expenses have been calculated at 10 per cent. 
nde clause 2 , paragraph of the assets after deduction of baruas’ and patua- 


lo, section IX, Chapter 
XX of the Board’s Rules. 


ries J remuneration ; the malikana at 20 per cent, 
When proprietors take settlement according to the 
rule noted in the margin, a consolidated allowance 
of 30 per cent, should be deducted from the gross 
assets, but in deference to the Commissioner’s 
orders marginally noted, I have made two separate 
deductions on account of collection expenses and malikana. The net 
maximum Government revenue becomes Ks. 1,74,117, orRs. 74,889-8 
in excess of the revenue of the former settlement, which was 
Bs. 99,227-8 ( vide statement No. XX). 


No. 1021, dated 13th 
March 1878, on the settle- 
ment of the mal jalpai 
lands of Bhograi and two 
other pergunnahB. 


Term of Settlement. 

28. The term of re-settlement will extend to 1900 A.D., the year 
fixed for the expiry of all settlements in the Burdwan Division. 

J. O. Price, 

Offg, Settlement Officer , Midnapnre. 
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Appendix No. I. 

Extract from a letter written by W. N.. W. Hewitt, Esq., Collector of 

Hidgellee Depdt , to Thomas Calvert, Esq., Collector of the Salt 

Districts, — (dated Coutai , 4 th December 1787). 

It is estimated by the zemindari and kanungo ami ah that three- 
fourths of the ryots of the Hidgellee chuokla stand in the double capacity 
of ryot and ajoorah molungees ; hence it is that since the first conquest 
of the chuckla by Taj Khan Musnund Ali in the year 912 
Wilaity, and through every succeeding Government, it has been held 
khas to preclude, I imagine, the operation of a double authority over 
the ryot-molungees, and by fixing every demand upon them in the 
same hands, it furnished the power of making each call with strict 
attention to the effect it might produce upon the other, at the same 
time that it secured to Government the full labour of the molungees, 
and, as it regards the relative situation of the zemindar and the ryots, 
the complete revenue of the ryot. It may not be out of place to 
mention here that the present zemindari are not the ancient hereditary 
landholders. The first introduction of the ancestors of the zemindars of 
Keoramal and Majnamuta was with Bheem Sen Mohapatra, Dewan 
to Musnund Ali. Beemarain is descended from the russooa Brah- 
min of Mohapatra, and the late Koemarain from Mohapatra’s khanji 
navisundah. The districts were farmed to the zemindars as izardars 
or farmers for the year 86, 87, and 88 Wilaity, in which period they 
accumulated a balance of upwards of a lakh of rupees ; but on the 
establishment of the khas soubats in 1189 Wilaity (when the Company 
took the manufacture and sales into their own hands) the districts of 
this chuckla again reverted to the ancient and customary usage of 
being held khas and have continued on the same footing ever since. 
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No. XX. — Abstract of information relative to the assessment. 


* UNA MESSED AREA. 



i Extent in 

! bighas. 

ir ! Forest, 
acr08 ' , jungle. and 

waste. 

1 n . 

Site of villnee, 
roads, tanks, 
and lands 
otherwise 
incapable of 
cultivation. 
b. 

Rent- free. 4 

'• 

i 

Service. 

d. 

1. By last measure- 
ment 

1,98,646 15 1 164 

! 1 

1,04,250 1 28 15,906 4 8 0 

27,391 14 8 64 

27.779 6 1 12J 


2. By recent mea- 
surement 

1 

2,02,198 6 13 174' 

l 

1,07,458 0 31 1 409 9 1 10 

1 1 

22,897 14 12 8 

27,960 17 1 194 

1 


A . — Particulars of Rent-free 


1 

1 

i 

3 

4 

KAUhB 04 UOLOEkS. ! 

Description of 


j Devatra. 

Brahmatra. 

Piratra. 


| 16,645 12 3 11 

| 9,047 17 10 

I 

144 1.009 « 11 10 j 

V' — Occupation 

1 2 

3 

! 

5 ; c 


Area and description of dif. ___ j 

ferent kinds of soil recog- wh a of I 
nized in the neighbourhoo . , f 

by marked distinctions. d w ‘ cn h0rt ‘ | 


Acres. l Rent fur lltit. 


Bastu (homestead) 
Dhasa 

Total kala 
Jal 

Total kala and jal 
Gena 


Total j 

Resumed rent-free lands de- ? 
dared to be mal owing to \ 
the absence of the proprie- 
tors to come forward and 
take settlement. 

Total 

Cultnrable waste assessed 
with full rates. 

Culturable waste assessed 
with progressively increas- 
ing rates. 

Total waste assessed 

Total 

Junglebooree 

Total ••• « • 

Deduct to avoid fractions ... 

Remainder 

Peshkush 

Jalkar 

Total 

Cultivated khas patit 
Half rental resumed rent- 
free. 

Total 


I,t74 9 8 10f 
18.874 8 4 18 I 

20.S48 17 13 81, 
97,631 15 9 11 lj 

1,17,980 13 7 Oil 
913 0 1 191 

1,18.893 19 8 191; 
2,503 15 14 0i| 


782 3 30 fi.W, 2 64 

10,031 2 28 39,004 12 21 


10,814 2 IS 40,090 14 9 
51,890 1 38 1,75,518 10 11 i 


02,711 0 10 2,21,009 9 84 

431 3 35 1,141 10 0i 


03,190 0 11 2,22,751 3 8$ 
1,329 2 20 4,011 0 04 


1,21,397 If* 7 0} 
279 8 15 0 


64,525 2 31 2,27,392 10 3* } 

148 3 24 190 4 04, J 2 ’ 27 * 582 14 3 * 


946 12 9 0 

504 0 35 

391 4 04 

1,22,344 8 0 04 

65,029 3 26 

2,27,783 14 34 

748 16 8 10 

398 3 38 

363 4 11 

1,23,093 4 3 104 

65,428 3 24 

2,28,147 3 24 
12 3 14 
2,28,135 0 14 



6,301 9 94 
238 5 54 

1,23,093 4 3 104 

65,428 3 24 

2,3A 674 15 44 

424 5 12 10 

226 0 14 

404 10 10 

27,412 15 13 19f 

13,744 8 37 

9,476 6 64 

1,50,930 6 14, 0 

79,399 3 35 

2,44,556 0 9 


9,147 3 2f 
12 3 1| 


404 10 10 
9,476 6 04 

2,44,656 0 9 
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of Jellamuta Estate , District Midnapore. 


4 


Assessed area. 


Cultivated Cu,t ™ le 

and fallow. cult ^ d 



Former 

revenue. 


Former 
Former actual 

rent-roll. collec- 

tions. 


TENURES. | 

Bhattatar. Baishnubtra. 

Ganakattar. 

Mahatran. 

Total. 

Remarks. 

2 14 8 j 350 1 9 4 

25 11 3 

819 9 4 

27,960 17 1 19J 

i 

State the regulation under 
which the tenure is re- 
leased. 

of Lands. 

7 ; I i i — 
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C. — Analysis of 


1. 

2 . 
3. 


1284. 


Assets assumed as the basis of settlement ... ... 

Deduct barua allowance 1,079 1C 0 

Deduct putwaries’ salaries ... 8,600 0 0^ 


2,34,674 15 
6,279 16 


1286. 


41 

0 


2,34,674 16 
5,279 15 


1286. 


41 

0 


2,34,681 4 41 
5,279 'll 0 


4. Balance . 

6. Deduct collection expenses at 20 per cent. 

7*. Deduct proprietary allowance at 10 per cent. 

8. Balance ... 

9. Add the assessment of abadi khas 

l»atit 404 10 10 

10. Deduct proprietary allowance at 

30 per cent 131 6 0 


2,29,396 0 41 
45.879 0 0 
1,83,516 0 41 
18,361 9 71 
1,G5,164 6 9 


2,29,395 0 41 
45,879 0 0 
1,83,516 0 
18,351 9 71 
1,65,164 6 9 


2,20,401 5 41 
45,880 4 11 
1,83,521 1 3 
18,352 1 9 

1,65,168 15 6 


11. Balance 

12. Add half-rental assessment of re- 

sumed rent-free lands 

13. Total ... 

14. Deduct collection expenses at 10 

per cent 

15. Balance 

16. Total 

17. Deduct or add to avoid fractions ... 

18. Balance or total revenue ... 


?83 4 10 

9,476 6 6| 
9,759 11 4i 

975 15 64 
8,783 11 10 

::: 


8,783 11 10 
1,73,948 2 7 
0 2 7 

1,73,948 0 0 


8.783 11 10 
1,73,948 2 7 
0 2 7 

1,73,918 0 0 


8,783 11 10 
1,73,952 11 4 


’*’o" 4 8 J 

1,73,953 0 0 j 
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. Revenue assessed. 


1287. 

1288. 

1289. 

1290. 

1291 to 1307. 

2,84,717 15 4} 

2,34744 2 41 

2,34,833 15 4i 

2,34,902 13 41 

2,34,909 9 81 

5,279 15 0 

5,279 15 0 

5,279 15 0 

5,279 15 0 

5,279 15 0 

2,29,438 0 4) 

2,29,464 3 4* 

2,29,554 0 41 

2,29,622 14 41 

2,29,629 10 41 

45,887 9 71 

45,892 13 41 

45,910 12 101 

45,924 9 21 

45,925 14 101 

1,83,550 fi 9 

1,83,571 6 0 

1,83,643 3 6 

1,83,698 5 2 

1,83,703 11 6 

18,355 0 8 

18,357 2 2 

18,364 6 3 

18,369 13 4 

18,370 5 11 

1,05,195 0 1 

1,65,214 3 10 

1,65,278 14 3 

1,65,328 7 10 

1,65,333 5 7 






1 


8,783 11 10 

8,783 11 10 

8,783 11 10 

8,783 11 10 

8,783 11 10 

1,73,979 1 11 

1,73,997 15 8 

1,74,062 10 1 

1,74,112 3 8 

1,74,117 1 5 

0 1 11 

0 3 8 

0 15 


0 0 4 

0 5 11 



1,73,979 0 0 

1,73,998 0 0 

1,74,063 0 0 

1,74,112 0 0 

1,74,117 0 0 


J. 0. Price, 

Offg. Settlement Officer , Midnapore. 
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A. 

Statement showing the former and present areas, and the jummas assessed 
thereon in the Jellamuta Estate. 


Description of land. 


In the former settlement. 


Quantity of 
land. 


Jumma. 


In the present re-settlement. 


Quantity of 
land. 


Jumma. 


Bastu (homestead) ... 
Dhasa (high land) 

Total kala 

Jal (rice land) 

Total kala and jal 

Geria (ponds) 


Total 

Resumed rent-free lands de- 
clared to be mal owing to 
the neglect of the proprie- 
tors to come forward and 
take settlement 

Total 

Assessed culturable waste ... 

Total 

Unassessed culturable waste 
„ uncul curable „ 

Total waste 

Total 

Deduct area and jumma 
assessed thereon on account 
of lands transferred from 
the head of “ mal ” to the 
head of half-rental resumed 
called “akhrajat ** 

Ditto ditto to the head of 
confirmed rent-free 

Deduct jumma reduced by 
the former Superintendent 
of Settlement 

Deduct assessed area and 
jumma found irrecon- 
cilable 

Total deduction 


B. c. u. a. 


1,025 14 5 12 
14,208 7 11 6i 


Rs. A. P. 


2,889 6 5i 
21,614 10 31 


15,234 2 0 18| ; 
87,895 0 2 4*! 


24,504 0 9 
1,06,432 2 71 j 


B. C. B. G. 


1,474 9 8 101 
18,874 8 4 18 


1,03,129 2 3 3 


3 41 


Ponds were unassessed in the last 
settlement. 


1,03,129 2 3 3 


3,518 10 2 5f 


1,30,936 S 41 


1,871 9 61, 


1,06,647 12 5 81, 
1,910 19 12 10 


1,08,558 12 1 181: 


5,906 4 8 0 
27,391 14 8 61 


33,297 19 0 61 


1,41,856 11 2 51 


139 18 12 0 
3 8 2 0 


2 15 0 5 


146 1 14 6 


1,32,807 12 101 1 
1,414 6 U, 


1,34,222 3 01 


1,34,222 3 01 


182 3 81 
3 8 41 

53 8 101 

0 0 101 


239 5 101 


20,348 17 13 81 
97,631 15 9 111! 


1,17,980 13 7 01 
931 6 1 191 


1,18,893 19 8 191 


* 2,503 15 14 0l| 


6,486 2 6* 
39,604 12 


3 


46,090 14 9 
1,75,618 10 111 


2,21,609 9 81 
1,141 10 01 


1,21,397 15 7 01] 
946 12 9 0 


1,22,344 8 0 01 

409 9 1 10 
12,897 14 12 8 


23,307 3 13 18 


1.45,651 11 13 181 


2,751 3 81 


4,641 6 61 


2,27,392 10 31 
625 13 111 


2.28,018 8 21 


2,28,018 8 21 


• This is not an actual decrease. In the case of pergunnah Jellamuta lands of resumed rent- 
free tenures declared to be mal have not been separately shown, but are included in the mal area 
hence the apparent decrease in area here noticed. area, 

t These lands were originally incorporated with the mal area, and the former settlement papers 
were prepared accordingly. Subsequently, they were released as rent-free, or shown as resumed rent- 
free akhrajat, but the former settlement papers were not rectified. 


**gks. 
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A — continued . 


Description op land. 

In the pobmer settlement. 

In Tns PEE SENT RE-SETTLEMENT 

i 

Quantity of 
land. 

Jumma. 

Quantity of 
land. 

Jumma. 

l 

2 

3 

4 

5 

, 

Remainder 

Add unassessed area found 
irreconcilable 

Total 

Junglebooree 

Total ... 
Peshkush 

Total 

Julkur 

Total mal 

Deduct to avoid fractions ... 

Remainder 

Abadi (cultivated) khas patit 

Total 

llalf-rental resumed rent-free 
Ditto ditto akliarajat 

Total half-rental 

Total 

Confirmed rent-free 

Total 

Deduct land and the jum- 
ma assessed thereon 

taken up by canals. Ac. ... 

Remainder 

Add khalaree rents 

Total 

B. C. B. G. 

1,41,710 9 4 01 

15 3 3 

Rs. A. p. 

1,33,982 13 2 

B. C. B. G. 

1,45,651 11 13 181 

Rs. A. p. 

2,28,018 8 21 

1,41,711 14 7 31 
711 17 e 0 

363 4 101 

748 16 3 10 

363 4 11 

1,42,423 11 13 31 

1,34,346 2 01 
6,423 7 8 

1,46,400 8 1 81 

2,28.381 13 11* 
6,301 9 9!t 


1,40,769 9 81 
187 1 Sj 


2,34,683 6 111 
238 6 5lt 

1,42,423 11 13 31 

1,40,956 11 01 

1,46,400 8 1 81 

2,34,921 12 41 

12 3 Si 

426 8 4 0 

404 10 10 

424 5 12 10 

2,34,909 9 il§ 
404 10 10 

1,42,350 0 1 3} 
26,990 2 2 101 
1,027 6 12 10 

1,41,361 5 101 
8,745 6 71 
640 10 21 

1,46,824 13 13 181 
26,452 19 10 9f 
959 16 3 10 

2,35,314 3 111 
8,855 15 01 
620 7 6 

28,017 8 15 01 

9,386 0 101 

27,412 15 13 191 

9,476 6 61 

1,70,867 9 0 4 
27,779 6 1 121 

1,50,747 6 81 

1,74,237 fi 11 18 
27,960 17 1 191 

2,44,790 10 8 

1,98,646 15 1 101 

260 12 15 0 

1,50,747 6 81 

277 5 51 

2,02,198 6 13 171 

2,44,790 10 8 

1,98,386 2 2 161 

1,50,470 1 31 
1.296 7 31 




1,51,766 8 61 




* The peshkush jumma has decreased owing to land in some tenures having either diluviated 
into the sea or been otherwise lost to the estates. 

+ The peshkush jumma on such tenures has been either lost or proportionally reduced. 

% From this should be deducted Rs. 131, the jumma of two sea fisheries. 

§ These lands were comprised in a resumed rent-free tenure at first declared to be mal owing to 
the absence of the proprietors to come forward and take sett lement. When the proprietors appeared 
subsequently they were allowed only 30 per cent, of the ttross assests as malikana. In the former 
papers there is no reason disclosed to show why 30 instead of 50 per cent, of the gross assets were 
allowed. The designation is copied from the old papers. 
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c. 


Statement of produce in connection with the proposed resettlement of the 

Jellamnta Estate. 


Number. ;| 

Names of 

PERGUKNA1IS. 

Average outturn of 
produce ascer- 
tained in maunds 
of paddy. 

Average price per 
maundof paddy. 

Total value of the ' 
produce includ - 1 
ing straw. I 

Deduct expenses 
of cultivation. 

Deduct proposed 
nverage rate of ' 
rent. j 

Total deduction, j 

li 

Balance left to the 
ryot as net profit. 

l 

2 

3 

4 

5 

0 

7 

8 

9 

1 

Jellamuta 

12 0 0 

0 12 0 

9 12 0 

3 8 0 

2 0 0 

5 8 0 

4 4 0 

2 

TarafErinoh ... 

11 0 0 

0 12 0 

8 12 0 

2 8 0 

1 15 5$ 

4 7 5f 

4 7 6* * * § 

3 

Do. Bisuan ... 

10 6 10 

0 12 0 

7 13 4 

2 8 0 

1 12 9 

4 4 9 

3 8 7 

4 

Bhograi ... 

10 0 0 

0 12 0 

8 0 0 

2 8 0 

1 12 9* 

4 4 9* 

3 11 2J 

5 

Kalindi Balshai 

9 0 0 

0 12 0 

7 0 0 

2 8 0 

1 12 9 

4 4 9 

2 11 8 

6 

Paharpore 

10 4 13* 

0 12 0 

8 5 3 

2 8 0 

1 11 7 

4 3 7 

4 1 8 

7 

Khalsa Bhograi 
Keoramal Nyabad ... 

10 0 0 

0 12 0 

8 0 0 

2 8 0 

1 11 2* 

4 3 2* 

3 12 l»J 

8 

9 34 0 

0 12 0 

7 10 0 

2 8 0 

1 9 0 

4 10 

3 9 0 

9 

10 

Bainda Bazar 

Gaomesh* 

9 0 0 

0 12 0 

7 4 0 

2 13 0 

1 15 0 

1 14 6 

4 12 6 

2 7 6 


Statement of produce in connection with the former settlement. 


1 

Jellamuta 

12 0 

0 

mds. 3 per 

4 

12 

0 

1 

0 

0 

1 

4 

0 

2 4 

0 

2 

8 

0 

2 

T&raf Erincht 

8 0 

0 

TT o 

4 

8 

0 

1 

7 

6 

1 

2 

f>* 

2 10 

0* 

1 

13 in 

3 

Do. Bisuan 

9 24 

0 

mds. 3 8 
per rupee. 

3 

12 

0 

1 

7 

0 

1 

3 

1 

2 10 

1 

1 

1 

11 

4 

5 

KalmchBalBhaii 

...... 











9* 






6 

Paharpore 

7 14 

0 

mds. 2 18 
per rupee. 

3 

8 

0 

l 

o' 

°i 

1 

4*' 

2 " i’ 

9* 

1 

3 

2} 


7 

Khalsa Bhograi§ 


















8 

Keoramal Nyabad .. 

11 8 

o 1 

0 6 0 

4 

v 

6 

1 

s' 

0 1 

l" 

4 

0 

| 2 12 

0 

1 

11 

G 

9 

Bainda Bazar || 


0 


4 

0 

0 

1 

4 

0 1 

1 

9 

0 

j 2 13 

0 

1 

3 

0 

10 

Gaomesh T 

j 7 0 


| 0 8 0 









1 

! 






* No experiment by cutting crops -was made in Gaomesh ; the assessment was made according 
to rates prevailing in the neighbouring permanently-settled pergunnahs. 

t According to the ryots’ depositions. 

I No figures are given m the papers of the former settlement, 

§ Ditto ditto ditto. 

According to the ryots’ depositions. 

•f No figures are given in the pupars of the former settlement. 
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D. 

Statement of Establishment of Barms in the Jellamuta Estate. 


No. 

Names of PERarNNAns. 

' 

Former. 

Proposed. 

Remarks. 

Number. 

Amount of 
remuner- 
ation. 

Number. 

Amount of 
remuner- 
ation. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 




Rs. A. P. 


Rs. A. P. 


1 j 

Jellamuta 

no 

202 0 0 

• no 

303 12 0 


2 

Taraf Ennch 

(52 

475 0 0 

! 62 

475 0 0 


3 

: Do. Bisuan 

D7 

319 8 0 

10(» 

319 8 0 


4 , 

Kalindi Balshui 

23 

, 158 8 0 

23 

158 8 0 


5 j 

i Paharpore 

' 31 

, 133 4 0 

29 

133 4 0 


« 

Bhograi 

. 41 

150 7 0 

41 

150 7 0 


7 

Khalxji Bhograi 

' 13 

i 43 0 0 

I 13 

43 0 0 


8 

Kuinda Bazar 

1 4 

; 30 0 0 

; 4 

30 0 0 


9 

Keoramal Nyabad 

■ 8 

1 .34 0 0 

i 8 

34 0 0 


10 

Gaomesh 

1 2 

1 32 8 0 

2 

32 8 0 



j Total 

39111,578 3 0 

392 

1,679 15 0 



E. 

Statement of Establishment of Puticaries proposed to be entertained in the 

Jellamuta Estate. 


No. 

Names of pergunnahs. 

Number 

of 

putwaries. 

Rate of 
monthly 
salary. 

Amount 
of yearly 
salary. 

Remarks. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 




Rs. 

Rs. 


1 ' 

Jellamuta 

15 

5 

900 


2 

Taraf Ennch 

15 

5 

900 


3 

Do. Bisuan ... 

15 

5 

900 


4 

Kalindi Balshai 

5 

5 

300 


5 

Paharpore 

3 

5 

180 


6 

Bhograi 

5 

5 

300 


7 

! Khalsa Bhograi 

1 

5 

60 


8 

i Bainda Bazar 





9 

j Keoramal Nyabad 

1 

5 

60 


10 

Gaonicsli 






| Total 

60 


3.600 



J. C. Prick, 

Off'j. Settlement Officer. 
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No. 701 A, dated Fort William, the 28th September 1878. 

From — H. L. Harrison, Esq., Secretary to the Board of Revenue, 
Lower Provinces, 

To — The Secretary to the Government of Bengal, Revenue Department. 

I am desired to submit the following preliminary report on the 
proceedings taken in connection with the re-settlement of the Jella- 
muta estate in the Midnapore district. In this report, as in the case 
of the Majnamuta estate, laid before Government with my letter 
No. 468A, dated 2nd July 1878, the Board will review all proceedings 
as far as the tenants of the estate are concerned, the question of land 
revenue to be assessed being left for determination after these pro- 
ceedings have been confirmed or modified. 

2. Geographical position of Jellamuta . — The temporarily-settled 
estate of Jellamuta consists of 10 pergunnahs, all situated in Hidgellee, 
and in generaL interlaced with the pergunnahs of Majnamuta. 
The main difference is that Jellamuta has no pergunnah situated 
like Doro Dumnan north or east of the Huldee river, and therefore 
no pergunnah whose situation per se secures higher prices and a con- 
spicuously better market than the rest. There is no radical difference 
between the pergunnahs of J ellamuta, but the Calcutta market being 
the market for the surplus produce of the whole estate, the pergunnahs 
situated more to the north-east and nearer to the canal can secure 
somewhat better prices than those situated further off to the south-west. 
Erinch, through which the canal runs, and Bainda Bazar, three out of 
the four villages of which are mixed up with Erinch, are the most fa- 
vourably situated, and next to them would be Jellamuta, situated north- 
west of that pergunnah, and Taraf Bisuan which is in detached blocks, 
the largest being in pergunnahs Majnamuta, Paharpore, and Erinch. 
Paharpore is higher up among the sources of the Basulpore river, 
while the remaining five pergunnahs are all south-west of that river. 

3. History ot the Estate . — The estate came under the control of 
the Hon’ble East India Company’s Government in the year 1765. It 
then comprised 13 pergunnahs, and Beemarayan Boy was the pro- 
prietor. He died in 1782 and was succeeded by his son Narnarayan 
Boy, who lived up to 1839, when he gave place to his eldest son, 
Budranarayan Boy, who died the following year, leaving the pro- 
perty to his half-brothers, Krishna Indranarayan Boy and Kunwar- 
narayan Boy. These two were constantly engaged in litigation with 
each other, and ultimately obtained a decree dividing the estate 
between them in moieties, and it is now so held by the parties in 
possession, two ladies, viz., Sreemutya Hari Prya Debi, the Kunwar’s 
widow, and Sreemutya Ananda Moye Debi, widow of Gajendranarayan 
Boy, who succeeded his father, Krishna Indranarayan, in 1854. 

4. It would be uninteresting, as indeed it is unnecessary, to follow 
closely all the vicissitudes to which the estate was subjected from one 
cause and another during the earlier period of its history. Suffice it to 
say that up to 1801 Jellamuta comprised 13 pergunnahs. In that 
year an attempt was made to settle the whole permanently ; but the 
zemindar, Narnarayan Boy, accepted the offer only as regards three 
pergunnahs, viz Bahirimuta, Bhaitgurh, and Dacanmal. These 
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were accordingly detached from the parent estate, which has ever 
since consisted of ten pergunnahs only. From 1801 to 1845 the estate 
was sometimes farmed for a few years, sometimes held khas, and 
sometimes leased to the proprietor, according as the circumstances 
at the time rendered practicable. But in 1845 it was regularly settled 
with the proprietors for a term which was to expire in 1866. In 1851, 
however, the proprietors defaulted, and the estate was taken and 
retained under khas management for the remaining 15 years of the 
settlement, the collections being made through the medium of farmers, 
who received from 20 to 30 per cent, as collection expenses and profits. 
In 1867 the estate was settled with the proprietors temporarily for one 
year on substantially the same terms as the settlement of 1845, and 
this summary arrangement has been renewed at intervals until comple- 
tion of the settlement now under review. 

5. Measurement.— The system of measurement adopted by the 
Settlement Officer and his establishment was precisely the same as that 
in the Majnamuta estate,* i.e. y the villages were measured cadastrally 
except where there were waste lands in large blocks or compact tracts 
of lakhiraj or resumed lakhiraj permanently settled. These were 
measured mehalwar, as nothing was to be gained by mapping the 
internal divisions. The area was first computed in standard bighas 
of 14,400 square feet, and then reduced to local bighas to admit of the 
application of local rates. The local bigha in Jellamuta is even 
larger than that in Majnamuta, being 23,210 instead 19,845 square 
feet. An acre is therefore equal to 16. 17c. 106. 18^. of local measure- 
ment. None of the ryots, it is reported, raised any objections to the 
measurement proceedings in any of the pergunnahs in this estate. 

6. The subjoined table shows the total area of the estate in 
local bighas , as ascertained at the present and at the former settlement, 
the assessed and unassessed areas being exhibited separately — 


PEIIGUNNAITS. 

PRESENT SETTLEMENT 
AREA IN LOCAL 
BIGHAS. 

Former settlement 

AREA IN LOCAL 
BIGHAS. 

Percentage oe— • 

Assessed, includ- 
ing resumed rent- 
free. 

Unassessed, in- 
cluding rent-free. 

Tolal. 

Assessed, includ- 
ing resumed rent- 
free. 

Unassessed, in- 
cludii.g rent-free. 

Total. 

Increase of total 
area -col. 4 on 
col. 7. 

Increase of assess- 
ed area— col. 2 on 
col. 5. 

Decrease of unass- 
essed area - col. 6 
oil col. 3. 

1 | 

1 

2 

* 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

1. Jellamuta 

2. Taraf Bisuan 

3. Eriiich 

4 . Paharpore 

5. Kalindi Balshai 

6. Bhograi 

7. Khalsa Bhograi 

8. Bainda Bazar 

9. Gaomesh 

10 . Nynbad Keoramal ... 

Total 

38,062 

26,8(51 

44,141 

8,894 

12,842 

12,688 

3,775 

1,101 

1,418 

1,248 

10,34i6 

8,582 

13,658 

5,315 

5,463 

5,940 

1,059 

206 

241 

454 

48,408 

35,443 

57,799 

14,209 

18,305 

18,528 

4,834 

1,307 

1,659 

1,702 

1 

1 

48,576 

34,758 

57,084 

12,809 

17,150 

16,608 

4,606 

1,298 

1,655 

1,579 




150,930 

51,264 

202,194 


58,649 

196,123 

3'1 

9-2 

12-4 


Vide paragraph 11 of Hoard’s report on Majnamuta, No. k 4 f jSA, dated the 2ud July 1878. 
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7. The total area of the estate is shown to have inoreased by 
6,071 bighas. The largest inorease is in Bhograi, where the range 
of sand-hills running through the pergunnah was not measured in 
detail, but estimated for at the previous settlement. Accurate 
measurements have shown that the estimate was far below the oorrect 
area. The next largest increase is in Kalindi Balshai, a littoral per- 
gunnah, where the area has increased by alluvion, and in Paharpore, 
a jungle pergunnah, which was measured in a very incomplete manner 
in the last settlement. The inorease in these three pergunnahs alone 
amounts to 4,475 bighas out of the 6,071 bighas, leaving 1,596 
bighas scattered over the rest of the estate, where the result is rather 
due to the more accurate measurement of the present day than to any 
other cause. But it is satisfactory to notice that, while the unassessed 
area has decreased by 7,385 bighas, the assessed area has increased by 
13,456 bighas. This is of course due to the reclamation of land due 
to improved embankments and other causes. 

8. As in Majnamuta, the discrepancies between these measure- 
ments and the professional survey, which remain unaccounted for, are 
small, as shown in the table given below : — 


Pebgunitahs. 

Area by 
survey. 

Area by 
settlement 
measure- 
ment. 

Aggregate DIFFER- 
ENCE. 

Percentage 
of discre- 
pancy. 

Increase. 

Decrease. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 


Acres. 

' Acres. 

Acres. 

Acres. 


1. Jellamuta 

32,825 

32,627 


198 

•6 

2. Taraf Bisuan 

25,182 

25,704 

5-22 


2-0 

3. Krinch ... 

44.453 

43.730 


717 

1-6 

4. Paharpore 

No comparison can he made, as the figures of the professional 


survey had not been sent up to the 

date of the 

settlement 


report. 





5. Kalindi Balshai 

20.930 

20,407 


523 

2T> 

6. Bhograi 

10,442 

10,389 


53 

•5 

7. Khalsa Bhoirrai 

2,594 

2,526 


68 

26 

8* Bainda Bazar 

The difference is less than an acre. 



9. Gaomesh 

918 

879 


39 

4*2 

10. Nyabad Keoramal 

2,685 

2.642 


43 

1-6 


Thus it is found in this and Majnamuta that the area measured 
falls somewhat short of that measured by the 6ur vey. 

9. Classification of land . — The lands have been classified, as in 
Majnamuta, under two main heads, viz., kala and jal. The Commis- 
sioner writes — 

“ The first includes dhasa, of which there are several classes in 
different pergunnahs. In the former settlement there were eight sub- 
divisions of dhasa, as in Bainda Bazar, but in the present settlement 
no more than five classes of dhasa land are recognized. In some of 
the pergunnahs there is a separate class of land included under head 
kala, which is called balu or balu dhasa, and which again is sub- 
divided into 1st, 2nd, or 3rd classes. The jal or rice lands are sub- 
divided into classes according to their qualities. In the former settle- 
ment this land was sub-divided in some cases into five classes ; but the 
present settlement does not in any instance reoognize more than four 
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sub-divisions. The jal lands in pergunnah Jellamuta itself are very 
fertile, but the defective drainage of the pergunnah, which is low-lying, 
prevents their being as rich as this kind of land is in other parts of the 
estate.” 

10. Embankments . — The state of the embankments in Hidgellee 
has been fully described in paragraphs 16 and 17 of the report on 
Majnamuta, and this description applies equally to the Jellamuta 
qstate. The pergunnah of Kalindi Balshai is the only one which is 
situated directly on the coast, and it is protected against a cyclone wave 
by the great sea-dyke. Bhograi and Khalsa Bhograi are situated 
further inland, and would be protected also by the sand ridges which 
intersect them. Pergunnahs Jellamuta, Erinch, Bainda Bazar, and 
most of Taraf Bisuan are situated north-east of the Rasulpore, and 
therefore are not protected against a cyclone-wave, but they are so far 
inland that they would not as a rule suffer much from an inundation of 
salt-water ; but J ellamuta is much exposed to the risk of inundation 
by the fresh water floods of the Kalliaghye, and in the cyclone of 
1874 it lost the greater part of its crop owing to this cause. 

11. The condition of the interior embankments or grambheries 
has been already fully described in a separate report, and Government 
has accepted the proposals of the Board to make an allowance to the 
zemindars to keep these embankments in order. This allowance should 
also embrace the jol-nikasi or drainage khals which have been neg- 
lected everywhere in this estate, especially in Jellamuta pergunnah 
itself, which has suffered much owing to this cause. Mr. Price, it will 
be remembered, made a proposition to improve these khals at the 
expense of Government, but it was negatived in Government order 
No. 1678 of the 16th June 1877. 

12. Rates . — In the Majnamuta estate the Settlement Officer 
reported that he and his subordinates experienced difficulty in fixing the 
rates to be demanded owing to the absence of any permanently-settled 
estates in the immediate neighbourhood by comparison with which the 
rates could be determined. Hence the rates were fixed for the most 
part at a very lenient computation, and the enhancement justified by 
the test of the amount of the yield, of its value, and of the surplus 
left to the ryot after deducting costs of cultivation and other expenses. 

13. The Board were not satisfied with the fairness of the years 
selected, but regarded as a safer test the comparison of the average 
prices of produce now and at the former settlement. As this test 
indicated that the proposed rates were well within the maximum that 
might have been demanded, they recommended their confirmation and 
the Government have recently confirmed them. 

14. In the Jellamuta estate, in almost all the pergunnahs com- 
prising it, the rates are reported to have been selected after comparison 
with those prevailing in neighbouring pergunnahs or estates ; though, 
as before, with the view of testing the fairness of the proposed rates, 
calculations based on the outturn of produce and value thereof have 
also been made. In one pergunnah alone, Keormal Nyabad, was the 
rate assessed solely on the Majnamuta system. Regarding this per- 
gunnah the Settlement Officer writes — 

“ The rates assessed in Keoramal Nyabad bear the same ratio to 
the increased productiveness of soil and enhanced value of produce as 
he old rates bore to the former value of produce. Nay, I Bhould rather 

14 



106 


Board's Report on Jellamuta. 


[part II. 


say that the ryot of the present day, with the enhanoed value of the 
produce of his holding, is better off by our assessment than the ryot of 
1845 was with the estimated value of the produce of that year and the 
corresponding assessment.” “ The increased value of produce,” observes 
the Commissioner, “ is, of course, the safest ground for enhancement, 
as the difference in the value of produce can be established by the 
returns for the several years during which such statistical information 
has been regularly and periodically furnished, and these can be still 
further confirmed by proof of the prevailing rates in the Calcutta 
market, on which they must be, to a large extent, dependent. The 
increase of productiveness of soil can of course never be founded on 
such satisfactory data.” 

15. Annexed is a statement, marked A, showing the rates assessed 
in the different pergunnahs of Jellamuta in juxtaposition with those 
prevailing in the neighbouring pergunnahs. But in considering these 
rates the Settlement Officer says — 

“ It should be borne in mind that * the bigha in Jellamuta is 
larger than the bigha in the permanently-settled pergunnahs adjacent. 
The rates of the permanently-settled pergunnahs given in the state- 
ment are, however, adjusted to the Jellamuta standard. They are, 
as a rule, much in excess of the rates proposed for the assessment of 
Jellamuta. The legitimate conclusion to be arrived at therefore, if 
the productive powers of the soil are equal in both the temporarily- 
settled and permanently-settled pergunnahs, is that the proposed assess- 
ment is fair and equitable, and yet none of the ryots have signed the 
jummabundee, save those of two villages of 37 in pergunnah Erinch, 
though many showed an inclination at first to accept our assessment 
till they were led away by the persuasions of some of the leading 
ryots, who cultivate large areas in their holdings and on whom the new 
assessment would press with particular weight.” 

16. The table below shows separately by pergunnahs the com- 
parative results obtained by the Settlement Officer in comparing the 
present with the former settlement on an average bigha of rice land. 
Of course it depends entirely for its value on the fairness of the 
average produce taken as the basis of calculation — 

1. — Pergunnah Jellamuta , 48,408 bighas . 



Average produce in 
paddy. 

Value of produce in- 
cluding straw. 

Deduct 

Profit of the ryot. ! 


Cost of culiiva- 
tion. 

Average rent. 

Total. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 


previous settlement 

present ditto 

Mbs. s. c. 

12 0 0 
12 0 0 
* Percenti 
Ditto 

Rs. A. P. 

4 12 0 

9 12 0 
Lge of grosi 
of net | 

RS. A. P. 

10 0 

3 8 0 
s value tak 
profit as re 

Re. a. p. 

13 6 

1 15 0 | 
:cn as rent 
nt 

Rs. A. P. 

2 3 6 

5 7 0 

RS. A. P. 

2 8 6 

4 5 0 

19-7 

31 


* The Board do not know why the figures 12 are givon her® and 11 opposite Erinch. The 
' correct figures are given in paragraphs 35 and 38. 
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II. — Pergunnah Taraf Bisuan, 35,443 bighas. 



Average 
produce in 
paddy. 

Value 
of produce 
including 
straw. 

Deduct 

Profit of 
the ryot. 


Cost of 
cultivation. 

! 

Average 

rent. 

Total. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 


Mds. s. c. 

Rs. A. P. 

Rs. A. P. 

Rs. A. P. 

Rs. A. P 

Rs. A. P. 


Previous settlement 

9 2 4 

3 12 0 

17 0 

ISO 

2 10 0 

12 0 


Present ditto 

10 6 10 

7 13 4 

2 8 0 

1 12 9 

4 4 9 

3 8 7 



Percentage 

of gross value taken as rent 


... 

22*9 

: 

Ditto 

of net profit as rent 







33*7 


III. — Pergunnah Erinch, 57,799 bighas. 


Previous settlement 8001 4801 1 7 6 | 1 2 9 i 2 10 31 

Present ditto 110 0| 8 12 0 | 2 8 0 1 1 11 61 4361 

* Percentage of gross value taken as rent 

Ditto of net profit as rent 


1 14 9 
4 8 6 


19*6 

275 


IF. — Pergunnah Paharpore , 14,209 bighas. 


Previous settlement 7 14 01 38 0 1 1001 1S3| 

Present ditto 10 4 13 | 8 5 3 1 2 8 0 I 1 9 0 I 

Percentage of gross value taken as rent 

Ditto of net profit us rent 


2 3 3 1 1 4 0 

4 13! 440 

19 

27-08 


V . — Pergunnah Kalindi Balshai , 1305 bighas. 


Previous settlement N o figures procurable I 1 4 8| 

Present ditto 900| 7 n 0 | 2 8 0l 1 12 6 1 

Percentage of gross value taken as rent 

Ditto of net profit as rent 


4 4 6 1 


*2 11 6 


25*5 

39*6 


VI. — Pergunnah Bhograi , 18,528 bighas. 


Previous settlement No figures procurable I 16 0 1 

Present ditto 10 001 8 0 o | 2 8 0 / 1 12 91 

Percentage of gross value taken as rent 

Ditto of net profit as rent 


4 4 9 1 


3 1 1 3 


22*4 

32*6 


VII. — Pergunnah Khalsa Bhograi , 4,834 bighas. 


Previous settlement 
Present ditto 


; No figures procurable I 10 6 

1 10 0 0 | 8 0 0 | 2 8 01 1 11 0 ) 

! Percentage of gross value taken as rent 

I Ditto of net profit as rent 


3 13 0 


21 09 
30*7 


VIII. — Pergunnah Bainda Bazar , 1,307 bighas . 


Previous settlement 
Present ditto 


7001 4001 140 'I 1991 
9 0 0 1 7 4 0 I 2 13 0 j 1 15 9 | 

Percentage of gross value taken as rent 

Ditto of net profit as rent 


2 13 9 1 
4 12 9 1 


12 3 
2 7 3 


27*4 

44*7 


IX. — Pergunnah Gaomesh, 1,659 bighas. 


Previous settlement 
Present ditto 


J No figures procurable .. } | 

Percentage of gross vhIug taken as rent 
Ditto of net profit as renc ... 


1 10 3 
1 lfi 9 



X. Pergunnah Nyabad Keoramal, 1,702 bighas. 


Previous 

Present 


settlement 

ditto 


11 8 0 1 476) 1801 

9 84 (II 7 10 0 | 2 8 0 I 

Percentage of gross value taken as rent 
Ditto of net profit as rent 


0 14 9 | 
19 3 1 


2 6 9 1 2 0 9 | 

4 1 3 | 3 8 9 

20*7 

j 80*8 


* See note to Jellamuta. 
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17. It will be observed that there is a great disparity in what 
Mr. Price terms the amount of profit left to the ryots in the different 
pergunnahs. The Settlement Officer has expressed his inability to 
explain this to his own satisfaction. He, however, says — 

“ The same disparity is notioed as having existed at the time of 
• The figures in thw ex- the last settlement. Whereas* Rs. 2-8 was the 
tract do not exactly tally profit left to a ryot in Jellamuta in 1845, the 
Tabks th iu fi thi!» e8 report; 6 of Bisuan was obliged to rest content with 

Mr Price was apparently Rs. 1-1-1 only, the disparity amounting to so 
using approximate figures. muc h as Rs. 1-6-1, considerably more than the 
profit itself of the Bisuan ryot. In this re-settlement the disparity 
between the profit left to the ryot of Jellamuta and that of Bainda 
Bazar amounts to Rs. 1-12-6, but the value of the produce per bigha 
in the latter pergunnah is only Rs. 7-4, whereas it is Hs. 9-12 in 
Jellamuta, and the disparity in the proposed rates is almost nil — 
only 6 pies, — hence the Jellamuta ryot gets all the benefit of the 
greater productiveness of the soil of his pergunnah In the former 
settlement the rate for the Bainda Bazar ryot was Rs. 1-9. whereas 
it was only Rs. 1-4 for the Jellamuta ryot; the enhancement 
by the proposed rate for the former is only 7 annas 6 pies, whereas 
it is so much as 12 annas arrears for the latter; yet the latter 
has much the larger profit. There can be no doubt that in the 
assessment of rates any disparity in the productiveness of the soil of 
different pergunnahs, however slight, operates greatly to the dis- 
advantage of the ryot of the less productive pergunnah. But this is 
a natural consequence — at least so I take it. Of two pergunnahs, one 
very productive and the other only moderately so, an assessment of 
rates, however equitable, must be relatively much more lenient or less 
of a burden on the ryot of the more fertile pergunnah than on the 
ryot of the less fertile pergunnah.” 

The correctness of this theory is perhaps open to question. 

18. Up to this point the Board have been giving an outline of 
the views of the Commissioner and Settlement Officer, of the statistics 
by which the latter claims to justify his assessments, and of the 
arguments by which he explains any such inconsistencies as the 
statistics exhibit. As in the case of Majnamuta the Board doubt 
the accuracy of many of these statistics, and the soundness of the 
arguments. The years during which Mr. Price tested the produce 
were favourable and not average years, and the inconsistencies which 
he endeavours to explain would be far more simply explained by 
assuming that the average produce of J ellamuta as compared with 
other pergunnahs has been overstated. Mr. Price now takes 12 
maunds as the average outturn per bigha in Jellamuta, but this is 
based on his measurements of 1875-76 alone ; he puts aside altoge- 
ther the measurements of 1876-77 ; in the former year he found an 
average of 12 maunds per bigha ; the results of the experiments in 
1876-77 are described in his report of the 9th February 1877, which 
formed an enclosure to Board’s No. 217A of the 21st March 1877, 
from which it will be seen that he obtained 8 maunds 32 seers as 
the average result of experiments in 29 villages. On the other hand, 




pm u."l 


Board’s Report on Jellamuta . 


109 


lie calculates Us. 3-8 as the cost of cultivation per biglia in Jellamuta 
and Es. 2-8 in all the other pergunnahs of the estate, except 
Bainda Bazar, where he states it at Es. 2-13. There is no reason 
whatever why cultivation should cost more in Jellamuta than in the 
contiguous pergunnahs of Erinch and Taraf Bisuan, and the Board 
submit that the following figures, based on the experiments of the 
second year, would possibly be much nearer the mark for this 
pergunnah : — 



Mds. s. 

Es. A. 

Average produce 

8 82 

Es. A. 


Value, includiDg straw 

Cost of cultivation, including wages of ryot as an 

7 3 

7 3 

agricultural labourer 

2 8 


Proposed average rent 

1 15 

4 7 

Balance, being that which represents ryots' pro- 

prietary or occupancy interest in the land 

... 

2 12 

Percentage of gross value taken as rent ... 

... 

27 

Percentage of rent profit taken as rents 

... 

40 


19. The Board would not therefore attach muoh weight to the 
statistics given in the above table. While conceding to them some 
value as a collateral test, they would rather lean upon the test 
adopted in the case of Majnamuta of the rise in the money value of 
produce combined with what they also consider the very good test of 
the rates actually ruling in similarly situated pergunnahs, if the 
similarity has been determined by competent judges. 

20. The Board would not acknowledge that all the pergunnahs 
named by Mr. Price in table A are being fairly open to comparison 
with Jellamuta. Mynachur, Tumlook, and Sabang are on the opposite 
bank of the Kalliaghye, and the latter is not protected by embank- 
ments where it marches with Jellamuta. Gumgurh and Auranga- 
nuggur are nearer the sea and differ in some respects, but Sujamuta 
and Bhuiyamuta are in every respect similar, and similarly situated. 
Portions of these are interlaced with Jellamuta, and the soil is in 
every respect similar. Sujamuta is now the property of the Maha- 
ranee of Burdwan, who keeps up the bheries and drainage khals in 
a very effective state ; in fact she has been reported to be the best 
zemindar in that part of the country ; hence, though naturally similar, 
the ryots actually enjoy advantages which those of Jellamuta do 
not, but Bhuiyamuta is parallel in every respect. It belongs to 
many co-proprietors, of whom some of the Majnamuta proprietors 
are the largest shareholders, and the interior embankments and drain- 
age channels have been totally neglected for many years past. Hence 
the Board would attach great weight to the fact that under all heads 
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bastu, kala or dhasa, and jal, the rates proposed for Jellamuta are 
lower than those prevailng under similar circumstances in Bhuiya- 
muta. 

21. It might be contested whether any of the pergunnahs shown 
in juxtaposition with Paharpore, Erinch, Bisuan, or Bainda Bazar 
are precisely similar to that pergunnah, and admittedly there is no 
permanently-settled pergunnah similar to Nyabad Keoramal, but Orissa 
Balshai is fairly similar to Kalindi Balshai, and Mirgoda legitimately 
parallel to Bhograi and Khalsa Bhograi. As in all these cases 
Mr. Price’s rates run well below the rates prevailing in the adjacent 
permanently-settled pergunnahs ; the Board are thus far led to conclude 
that they are not more than might be legitimataly recorded as demand- 
able within these and, by inference, within the other pergunnahs of 
Jellamuta. 

22. The next test, however, that of the rise of the value of 
produce, is not equally satisfactory. For the reasons given at length 
in paragraph 26 of the Majnamuta report, the Board would fix 
the following as the prevailing average prices in the several pergunnahs 
of Midnapore: — 

(a) For Erinch, 12 annas per maund. 

(6) For J ellamuta, Taraf Bisuan* and Bainda 

u.-rwss , „ w ii *»»“ e pi»- , „ 

other pergunnahs the rates ( c ) For Paharpore and Nyabad Keoramal, 

selected are such as should j | n.Tvnn.a 

twed fragments/ the *** {d) For Kalindi Balshai, Gaomesh, Bhograi, 

and Khalsa Bhograi, 10 annas 6 pies. 
The difference in price is mainly dependent on proximity to the 
Calcutta market, and on the quality of the water carriage. 

23. The table given below shows the percentage of the rise in 
prices in each pergunnah since the last settlement in 1845, and the 
percentage by which the average rates now assessed by the Settlement 
Officer on rice land exceed the average of the last settlement — 

1. — Pergunnah Jellamuta . 



Ares rf jal 
land. 

Total 

assessment 
on jal land. 

Average rate 
of rent per 
bigha. 

Average price 
of paddy per 
maund. 

Remabks. 



Rs. 

Rs. A. P. 

Rs. A. P. 


Previous settlement 24,049 29,200 

Present ditto .. ( 25,198 I 48,964 

Percentage of increase 

13 6 

1 15 0 
589 

0 5 4 

0 11 6 
115 1 

The average price at 
the former settlement 
is too low. 


ii. 

— Pergunnah Taraf Bisuan . 


Previous settlement 1 16,584 1 19.709 

Present ditto ... I 19,060 1 34,373 

'Percentage of increase 

13 0 

1 12 9 
51*3 

0 5 0 

0 11 6 
125 

Same remark as in 
Jellamuta. 


Ill \ — Pergunnah Erinch . 


Previous settlement I 29,205 | 34,517 

Present ditto ...I 31,522 | 54,088 

Percentage of increase 


12 9 

0 8 0 

1 11 6 

0 12 0 

46*7 

50 


This rate is too high. 
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IV ’. — Pergunnah Paharpore . 



Area of jal 
land. 

Total 

assessment 
on jal land 

Average rate 
of rent per 
bigha. 

Average price 
of paddy per 
maund. 



Rs. 

Rs. A. F. 

Rs. A. P. 

Previous settlement 

1 4,140 

4,967 

13 3 

0 6 6 

Present ditto ... 

5,206 

8,269 

1 9 3 

0 11 0 

Percentage of increase ... 1 

31*3 

69 


V. — Pergunnah Kalindi Balshai. 

Previous settlement I 5,862 ) 6,835 I 14 3 1 Not given. 

Present ditto ... | 6,847 I 12,288 1 12 6 0 10 6 

Percentage of increase ... I 407 I 

VI. — Pergunnah Bhograi. 


Previous settlement ) 4,457 I 6,189 

Present ditto ... I 5,270 I 9,467 

Percentage of increase 


16 0 

0 8 0* 

1 12 9 

0 10 6 

30*6 

31 


Much too high. 


VII. — Pergunnah Khalsa Bhograi . 

Previous settlement I 1,942 | 2,012 I 10 6 1 Not as- | 

Present ditto .. I 2,139 I 3,636 1 11 0 certainable. 

Percentage of increase ... I 63'6 I 0 10 6 I 

VIII. — Pergunnah\Bainda Bazar . 

Previous settlement I 615 I 990 I 1 9 9 1 0 8 0 i Rate too high. 

Present ditto ..I 776 I 1,636 1 15 9 0 11 6 

Percentage of increase ... i 23 3 I 43 I 

IX. — Pergunnah Gaomesh. 


Previous settlement I 838 | 1,375 

Present ditto ... | 851 I 1,690 

Percentage of increase 


1 10 3 

Not given. 

1 15 9 

0 10 6 

209 



X. — Pergunnah Nyabad KeoramaL 


Previous settlement I 702 1 

Present ditto ... I 762 I 

Percentage of increase 


646 

1,206 


0 14 9 

0 6 0 

19 3 

0 11 0 

71*1 

83 


24. It will be seen that, as in the case of Majnamuta, the 
increase in the rise of the value of produce is in all cases in which 
the former rate is mentioned found to be in excess of the average 
increase in the rates of rent, but the divergencies are most marked, the 
increase being as little as 31 per cent, in some cases, and as high as 125 
in others. But the true explanation of this undoubtedly is that the 
former rates are manifestly very inaccurate. If the price of paddy in 
Jellamuta was 5 annas 4 pies per maund, and 5 annas per maund in 
Bisuan, it is quite impossible that the average prioe of the same kind 
of paddy sown can have been 8 annas per maund in Erinch. It is as 
absurd as it would be to state the average prica of common salt to be 


* Subsequently reported by Mr. Price to be a mistake, Should be 5 annas, not 8 annas. The 
moonsiff also found 5 annas.— H. L. D. 
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8 seers per rupee at Hooghly and 9 seers at Howrah, but 13 seers per 
rupee at SerampoTe. The Board therefore, as some oheck upon these 
erroneous estimates, propose to take the aggregate of all the prices 
given at the former settlement and strike an average so as to correct 
the higher estimates in one pergunnah by the lower estimates in another. 
It will be seen that in the Majnamuta report, omitting the excep- 
tional pergunnah of Doro Dumnan, the average prices stated were — 




As. p. 

Majnamuta 


7 0 

Kusba Hidgellee ... 


5 4 

Balijora 


7 0 

Datta Khoroi 


7 0 

Nyabad Majna 


... ... 6 0 

Sarifabad 


7 0 

Amirabad 


... ... G G 

Shipore 


7 0 



8-r52 10 



Average ... 67 


while in the Jellamuta report the figures given are— 


Jellamuta 


As. p. 

5 4 

Taraf Bisuan 

... ... 

5 0 

Enoch 


8 0 

Paharpore 

... 

6 6 

Bhograi 

... 

8 0 

Bainda Bazar 


8 0 

Nyabad Keoramal ... 

... 

6 0 


Average 

7-t-46 10 

6 8 


25. It seems to the Board that the correspondence between these 
averages is a fair guarantee for their reliability. The prices were 
evidently stated with more accuracy in the Majnamuta settlement of 
1845, as they fluctuate so much less, especially if Kusba Hidgellee is 
omitted; and looking to all the figures in the Majnamuta pergunnahs, 
and to the average of those in Jellamuta, the conclusion seems fair 
that something between 6 and 7 annas may safely be taken as the 
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average ruling price in the Jellamuta and Majnamuta estates (omitting 
Doro Dumnan) at the time of the last settlement. 

26. Taking the average of the prices adopted by the Board for 
the very same pergunnahs as give the average of 6 annas 8 pies, 
it will be found that it comes to 11 annas 3 pies, and this would 
give an average increase in the value of produoe of 68 per cent. In 
other words, the Board are satisfied, from a consideration of all the 
evidence before them, which, when analysed, seems to converge very 
satisfactorily to this conclusion, that paddy, the staple produce of the 
country, has risen in price not less than 60 per cent, since the date of 
the last settlement. This average, which applies as well to Majnamuta 
as to Jellamuta, was enough in the former estate to cover the increase, 
and team a large margin in all pergunnahs, except Kusba Hidgellee and 
Nyabad Majna, both of which had been very lightly assessed at the 
former settlement, while the latter, a nyabad pergunnah, had been 
lightly assessed under special circumstances which are now forming 
the subject of a separate report. Next to these pergunnahs the largest 
increase was 23*5 per cent., or scarcely more than one-third of the 
augmentation of prices. Thus the Board were able to conclude 
without hesitation that, taking the settlement as a whole, it would be 
possible to justify a larger increase, but that the increase proposed was 
clearly defensible. As regards Jellamuta the Board are constrained to 
confess that the rates proposed approach much nearer the limit of 
what can equitably be demanded than in Majnamuta, especially in the 
larger pergunnahs of Jellamuta, Taraf Bisuan, and Erinch, and as 
Mr. Price’s attention was drawn to this, his remarks in reply ought to 
be reproduced for the consideration of Government — 

“ My attention,” he writes on the 20th July 1878 — “ as I compare 
the statement prepared in the Board’s office for estate Jellamuta with 
that for estate Majnamuta, is first drawn to the difference of ratios 
in the two statements between percentage of increase in rates and 
percentage of increase in price. Whereas in every pergunnah in 
Majnamuta the rise in rates is less than the increase in value of 
• Jellamuta and Bainda produce, in only two pergunnahs* of Jellamuta 
Bazar. is this the case ; in three t the rise in rates is 

Nya^d n Keorfinaf rai5 and actually greater} than the increase in value, there 
X in tbe statement first being no sufficient information with regard to the 

Bolrd 0 lower 1 rates by were rema i' a ing five pergunnahs. The first impression 
proposed tor the^e three therefore that the mind receives is that estate 
and some other pergunnahs Jellamuta has been more rigorously assessed 
Mr. Price in this letter than estate Majnamuta, and this impression, 
raised certain objections to though to a certain extent true, is not quite 
whkh [he Bolrd justified by facts and oircumstances. Where the 

mitted and hare modified enhancement in rates is based on the application 
il“ry aTe S P th“ 9 passage of the standard prevailing in the neigubouring 
of Mr. Priced letter is no permanently-settled pergunnahs, it is my opinion, 
longer applicable. j admit, that it will always be more assured, and 

in consequence as a rule greater than where assessment proceedings 
are regulated by inoreased productive power and increase in value of 
produce. The enquiries made in the latter direction, to have any real 

15 
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and tangible results, must always be made with extreme caution ; 
even when every precaution has been taken to secure correct conclusions, 
the mind is never satisfied that the same reasons that have weight with 
the assessing officer will exercise their proper influence on the supervis- 
ing authorities. The cause of this want of certainty in assessing rates 
according to productiveness and value is not far to seek. The rates 
current in neighbouring permanently-settled pergunnahs oan be 
ascertained without the slightest doubt of their actual prevalence; 
evidence that would be unimpeachable in any court of justice can 
always be procured on the point. It does not require any remarkable 
astuteness in an assessing officer to compare and judge correctly of 
the relative qualities of the lands of two adjacent pergunnahs — one 
permanently, the other temporarily-settled — whereas the market value 
of produce is always fluctuating. The inherent productiveness of a 
field, irrespective of any comparison with other fields, can never be 
gauged with the degree of precision that would satisfy every person ; 
in fact, the assessment of rates according to productiveness and value 
of produce depends on the personal opinion of the assessing officer, 
formed after a consideration of as many premises as he can bring 
together, which opinion, after all, in the estimation of others, may not 
seem to be quite warranted by the circumstances. The assessment of 
rates according to known and recognized standards is a much simpler 
and less uncertain operation, and hence it is that the former mode of 
assessment will nearly always be found to result in a more indulgent 
treatment of the ryots than the latter, where the full equitable demand 
will in most cases be rigorously enforced. 

“ Having made these preliminary observations, I proceed to show, 
however, that the comparative statement prepared in the Board’s 
office does not after all enable us to form an opinion which may be 
considered as correct beyond cavil, regarding the assessment of rates in 
the Jellamuta estate. With regard to pergunnah Jellamuta itself, 
I have but little to say ; the percentage of increase in rates compared 
with the increase in market value of produce is by no means excessive. 
It should be remembered that Jellamuta had in 1845 as good water 
or land carriage for its produce as it has in 1878. On the other hand 
Erinch, which is about eight or nine miles distant from the borders of 
Jellamuta, was in this respect much worse off in 1845 than it is now, 
for the Tidal canal had not been excavated, and therefore I do not 
understand why the average price of paddy per maund in Erinch in 
1845 was said to be 8 annas, whereas it was only 5 annas 4 
pies in Jellamuta, the two prices being in the ratio of one and a half 
to one. I should have thought that the price of paddy in 1845 in 
Erinch was rather less than that in Jellamuta, 
* The Board entirely instead of greater.* I consider that the price in 
concur in these remarks. Erinch in 1845, as revealed by the old records, 
altogether untrustworthy, and that no real 
comparison can be made between percentage of increase in rates 
and percentage of increase in price of paddy. If 5 annas 4 
pies be taken as the price of paddy in Erinch in 1845, as undoubtedly 
ft ought to be, if the figures for Jellamuta are correct, the present 
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price would be more than double the former price, and the assessment 
of Erinch instead of appearing very heavy, would be seen to be a very 
* Tf win 1 a o f, th light one,— lighter than that of Jellamuta.* In 
on that the' Roa?d a^opt addition to what I have said above, I think that 
tins view to the fullest the present market price of paddy in Hidgellee, 
ei en " on an average Ks. 2 per maund, should be made 

a factor in gauging the valiedity of the proposed assessments. In 
pergunnah Bhograi the statem nt shows the old price of paddy to be 
8 annas ; this could hardly have been the case. The pergunnah is 
in a retired and unfrequented position, with no sufficient water or land 
carriage ; the old papers, besides, do not disclose the price of paddy 
in 1845 ; the price recorded in the statement must have crept in 
through a mistake ; it is much more likely to have been 5 annas 
4 pies than 8 annas. No valid conclusion can be arrived at 
with regard to this pergunnah in the absence of all former statistics. 
Bain da Bazar has but four villages interspersed among the villages of 
Erinch. The remarks that I have made with regard to the latter 
pergunnah apply with equal force in the case of the former per- 
gunnah.” 

******* 


Lastly, with regard to Keoramal Nyabad, I beg to explain that it 
Note — Extract from m i . is situated alongside of pergunnah Majna Nyabad ; 

its circumstances are precisely similar to those of 
the latter pergunnah. Why has the present price 
of paddy been assumed to be 10 annas in Keora- 
mal Nyabad and 11 annas in Majna Nyabad P 
There is no real reason for the difference in price, 
and I have no hestitation in saying it does not 
exist.! If 11 annas is assumed to be the price in 
Keoramal Nyabad also, the ratio of percentage of 
increase in rates to percentage of increase in value 
of produce would be as 70 0 to 833, and not as 
71 # 1 to 66*6, as shown in the statement. The two 
pergunnahs were assessed by two separate officers, 

o and the similarity of the results obtained by them 

is so remarkable as to engender a strong belief in the general fitness of 
their proceedings. 

“ My object in making the foregoing observations is merely to show 
that it would not be an accurate conclusion to come to, as one would 
necessarily do from a bare consideration of the statement, that in three 
pergunnahs at least of the J ellamuta estate the increase in rates is 
in advance of the increase in market value of produce, and that 
therefore the assessment of the Jellamuta estate is not a light but 
heavy assessment. I hope to be able to show later on that, whatever 
may be the increase in the rates that we have proposed, that increase 
is amply justified by the standard prevailing in the neighbouring per- 
manently-settled pergunnahs where that standard has been taken as the 
basis of the proposed assessment, as it has been in 8 of the 10 
pergunnahs of the estate; and that I cannot consistently recommend 


Mills’ report, paragraph 
105 — 

“ * * * No exception can 
he taken to the rates on 
the score of highness ; they 
are perhaps rather too 
favourable, being below 
those of Njabad Majna, 
winch is almost on a parity 
with this melial as regards 
situation and capability. 
I see no reason, however, 
to interfere, and the assess- 
ment is approved. 

f Thin criticism is quite 
correct, and the Board have 
altered the estimated 
average price in Nyabad 
Keoramal accordingly. 
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any departure now from the proposals I have already made in my 
several pergunnahwaree reports. 

“In the statement prepared in the Board’s office the figures 
given in connection with pergunnahs Bainda Bazar and Gaomesh 
would also lead the casual observer to believe that the assessments in 
the Jellamuta estate press more heavily on the ryots than those of 
the Majnamuta estate — in Bhort, that they press more heavily than 
they actually do. The proposed average rate of rent per bigha in 
Bainda Bazar and Gaomesh is Us. 1-15-9, but both pergunnahs taken 
together cover a very small tract of country ; in all they contain five 
villages only, the former pergunnah four and the latter one. No 
inference that would apply generally can be drawn from the statis- 
tics of these two pergunnahs, and therefore, if the assessment made in 
them is put out of view altogether, it will be seen that the rates pro- 
posed in the remaining pergunnahs of J ellamuta are not really in excess 
t[pL , . .. D . . of those proposed for Majnamuta.* Against 

admit to be correct. J ellamuta — a very prosperous pergunnah — should 

be put Doro Dumnan, with circumstances very similar, where the rates 
t The Board are cer r are Rs 1-15 and Rs. 1-15-6 respectively . t The 
tainiy of opinion that if proposed rates in the remaining pergunnahs of 

rent ^for Doro DammST, Majnamuta and Jellamuta range side by side 

Rs. 1-15 is too high for from Rs. 1-9-3 to Rs. 1-13. I take no note 

h«Tot ta ^,e t j^tice' to of Kismut Pataspore and Naruamuta, where 
his argument, for the nates of Rs. 1-5-6 and Rs. 1-5 are assessed, 

bigiia than thX? wf" Ttese pergunnahs, the one very unprosperous 
from the very commencement, the other with a 
large portion of its area but lately reclaimed or being reclaimed from 
jungle. As regards old average rates the Majnamuta estate was less 
lightly assessed than Jellamuta in 1845. Here, again, Gaomesh and 
Bainda Bazar must be kept out of consideration altogether, as being 
pergunnahs with too insignificant an area. The highest old average 
rate was Rs. 1-9-6 in Doro Dumnan ; it was Rs. 1-9 in Kismut Shipore, 
Rs. 1-8 in Amirabad, and so on ; the highest old average rate in the 
Jellamuta estates, leaving out Gaomesh and Bainda Bazar, was Rs. 1-6 
in Bhograi, Rs. 1-4-3 in Kalindi Balshai, only Rs. 1-3-6, and Rs. 1-2-9 
in Jellamuta and Erinch, which have always been considered very fine 
pergunnahs. Keoramal Nyabad was lightly assessed in 1845, with an 
average rate of Rs. 0-14-9, under circumstances precisely similar to 
those of Majna Nyabad.” 

27. The Board are satisfied (indeed, Mr. Price in some of his 
remarks admits as much) that Jellamuta has been on the whole more 
highly assessed at the present settlement than Majnamuta. As he 
objects to the small pergunnahs being included as their case is often 
exceptional, the comparison may be limited to the large pergunnahs 
of each estate, but the conclusion is none the less clear. 

28. Six pergunnahs in Majnamuta contain more than bighas 
10,000 — Majnamuta, Doro Dumnan, Kusba Hidgellee, Balijora, 
Naruamuta, and Eismut Pataspore. No records of the rates in the 
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last settlement are available for Naruamuta. In the other five 
pergunnahs the average rate of increase is — 


Majnamuta 
Doro Dumnan 
Kusba Hidgellee 
Balijora 

Kismut Patasporc 


173"1 
23-5 | 

56 7 }*pcr cent. 
22*7 | 

19 4J 


5-M39-6 
Average . . . 27*9 


Whereas in Jellamuta the increase in the six pergunnahs* above the 
same limit is — 


Jellamuta 
Taraf Bisuan 
Erincli 
Pakarpore 
Salindi Balskai 
Bhograi 


58’9^| 

513 i 
46*7 1 

3] . 3 > per cent. 

40 7 I 
306 J 


6-1-259 5 


432 


29. The same general results also may be brought out in another 
way. In Majnamuta, at the last settlement, 177,357 bighas were 
assessed, and the rent assessed upon them was Rs. 1,84,124, or 
Rs. 1-0-7 per local bigha. At the present settlement the area assessed 
has increased to 197,650 bighas, and Mr. Price’s proposed assessment 
is Rs. 2,59,770, or Rs. 1-5 per local bigha. In Jellamuta the area 
assessed was 137,474 bighas, but the Jellamuta bigha is about 
17 per cent, larger than the Majnamuta bigha, hence these would 
be equal to about 160,500 Majnamuta bighas, and the rent assessed 
was Rs. 1,51,767, or 15 annas 2 pies per bigha of the same size. In 
the present settlement the area assessed has increased to 150,930 
Jellamuta bighas, or say 175,500 Majnamuta bighas, and the 
rent proposed is Rs. 2,44,791, or Rs. 1-6-3 per bigha. This shows 
that Majnamuta was the more heavily assessed at the former settle- 
ment while the present settlement relatively overweighs Jellamuta. 

30. The word relatively is used designedly, for the Board must 
record their deliberate opinion that even in the Jellamuta estate the 
increase is not above what might be legitimately demanded. It is 
below the average increase in the value of produce, and the Board have 
taken as their average not a mere arithmetical mean, but a rate which 
they believe will be a fair average for all seasons in which there is no 
exceptional demand — that is, all seasons in which prices only fluctuate 
owing to the outturn being better or worse, and not owing to a famine 
elsewhere ; such seasons will be seasons of excess profit over and above 
the increase of 60 per cent., which the Board consider to be the 
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minimum in the average increase in the value of produce since 1845. 
It seems to the Board that it is a wise and lenient, if not an obligatory, 
policy not to drive the ryots to rely on a certain proportion of excep- 
tional years in order to make two ends meet. He ought to be placed 
in a position in which he can get along without depending on such 
windfalls, and if they come, they should be to him an opportunity of 
clearing himself from his liabilities and making a fresh start. Select- 
ing their average on this principle, the Board must admit that, if 
Government resolve on sanctioning the rates proposed for Jellamuta, 
their action would be quite defensible in every pergunnah of the 
estate. 

31. The Board, however, would submit that when two estates, 
such as Jellamuta and Majnamuta are being settled together, and 
when they are so similarly ciroumstanced, an endeavour should be made 
to treat them with equal leniency, and they will not feel that they have 
been treated justly unless this treatment is relatively as well as 
absolutely equitable. On the other hand, the settlement has been 
made with great care, and the conclusions arrived at after much labour • 
and expense, and the Board are most reluctant to interfere with it, 
unless it presents any grave blots. 

32. In this spirit it is proposed to take up the pergunnnhs one by 
one and examine their rates. In Paharpore, Bhograi, Bainda Bazar, 
and Gaomesh, the increase is moderate, ranging from 20*9 to til *3 — not 
above the average of the Majnamuta estate ; aud these rates may, it 
seems, be safely approved. In Kalindi Balshai much more effective 
protection than formerly has been afforded by the construction of the 
great sea-dyke only completed in 1875 ; the increase may therefore be 
very legitimately insisted on. 

33. As regards pergunnah Khalsa Bhograi the increase in rates 
seems very large — 63*6 ; but the Board have carefully examined the 
Settlement Officer’s grounds, and are satisfied that they are sufficient. 
The real fact is that the pergunnah was settled with great leniency 
at the former settlement, and not that it is being at all harshly rated 
now. It is interspersed with pergunnah Bhograi, and is essentially 
land of the same class. It will be seen that its average rate is still 
less than that of Bhograi, but the experiments made in testing the 
crops in both pergunnahs in the years 1875-76 and 1876-77 yielded the 
same results for each, ws., slightly above 10 maunds. The assessments 
in all these pergunnahs, Bhograi, Khalsa Bhograi, Gaomesh, and 
Kalindi Balshai, were all made by the same officer, and there is no 
reason to suppose that he bore more harshly on one pergunnah than 
another. In short, it seems clear that, whether owing to its being 
originally khalsa, as the name implies, or to any other cause, its rent • 
has been abnormally lenient ; that the distinction, whatever it may 
have been,, no longer exists ; all that has been done is to remove an 
anomaly, and not to create one. The Board would therefore confirm 
the rates in Khalsa Bhograi. 

34. In Nyabad Keoramal, also, the increase is very large — 
71 per cent. ; but this pergunnah is mixed up with, and closely similar 
to, pergunnah Nyabad Majna, in the Majnamuta estate. In that 
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pergunnah the average rates were 1 5 annas per bigha and the new 
proposed rates 11s. 1-9-6. In Nyabad Keoramal the average rates 
were 14 annas and 9 pies per bigha and are Rs. 1-9-3 ; the increase in 
one case was 70, in the other 71 per cent. Mr. Price has pointed out 
that the assessments were made by different officers, and the results 
are almost identical, though he has apparently overlooked the different 
sizes of the bighas. The Government have, in passing orders on 
the Majnamuta report, called attention to the great increase in 
Nyabad Majna, and the Board, in reply, are submitting a report 
explaining the increase. If that report is considered satisfactory, it 
will equally apply to the proposed rates in Nyabad Keoramal. Briefly 
stated, the explanation is that the rates in 1845 were exceptionally 
low on account of special reasons. 

35. Erinch is the largest pergunnah in the estate, and the 
proposed enhancement is 46*7 per cent. — nearly double the average 
enhancement in the Majnamuta estate. The Board, however, are 
quite satisfied that it can pay this with ease. At the former settlement 
Mr. Bayley remarked that it was, in fact, the best pergunnah in Jella- 
muta, and since then it has been greatly improved by the Tidal canal 
passing right through it. This has improved it in various ways. It 
enhances the value of the produce, brings trade to the doors of the 
inhabitants, and also to some extent improves the drainage as the canal 
officers have had to cut new drainage khals to take off the water 
wherever the canal crosses the drainage. The crops were tested both 
in 1875-76 and 1876-77, with the result of an average of 11 maunds 
29 seers per bigha in the former, and 12 maunds 27 seers in the latter 
years. This gives the best results of any pergunnah. Mr. Price 
remarks in his report that — “ the pergunnah is a prosperous one — 
no other in Hidgellee is better off : and the protective embankments 
have cost the Government a considerable sum in construction since the 
last settlement, and are very expensive to keep in proper repair.” 
The outturn of his experiments fully bears out this opinion. The 
Board feel no hesitation in proposing to confirm the rates for Erinch. 

36. Jellamuta is the pergunnah which presents the greatest 
difficulties ; and while it appears that the whole of Jellamuta has been 
assessed somewhat less leniently than Majnamuta, it also appears 
clear that Jellamuta pergunnah has been assessed exceptionally — very 
exceptionally high — compared with the rest of the Jellamuta estate. 
This is partially explained by the history of its settlement. Baboo 
Bijoy Kissen Bose, the Deputy Collector, first deputed to assess the 
pergunnah, proposed an enhancement at the average rate of about 
25 per cent. ; but Mr. Price was dissatisfied with this, and had the 
rates raised to those now proposed. It-was but natural that an error 
in the direction of leniency, in the first instance, should be succeeded 
by a similar error in the contrary direction. 

37. That this error has been committed, at least relatively to 
the rest of the estate, seems perfectly plain from the following con- 
siderations. At the former settlement the average rate in Jellamuta 
was Rs. 1-3-6 ; in Erinch Rs. 1-2-9 per bigha. Jellamuta has not 
improved in circumstances since then, except, of course, in the price 



120 


Board's Report on Jellamuta. 


[part II. 


of produce, while much might be said to show that from the neglect 
of its drainage channels it has deteriorated* Erinch has been inter- 
sected by the canal; and Mr. Price admits it to have improved 
relatively more than Jellamuta ( see his letter quoted at paragraph 20) ; 
yet the rates in Jellamuta are enhanced 58 per cent, and in Erinch 
46 per cent. only. 

38. Mr. Price tested the crops in Jellamuta as in Erinch, and 
the results obtained were 12 maunds per bigha in 1875-76 (an 
excellent year for Jellamuta) and 8 maunds 32 seers in 1876-77, 
average 10 maunds 16 seers. He made similar tests in Erinch, and 
got 11 maunds 29 seers in 1875-76, and 12 maunds 27 seers in 
1876-77 ; average 12 maunds 8 seers. At the % former settlement the 
Jellamuta outturn was shown as 12 maunds and Erinch as 8 maunds. 
The Board would not attach much value to these figures ; they can 
hardly believe that in the former settlement there was such a difference 
between the pergunnahs as the figures 12 and 8 would indicate, while 
the years selected for the measurements on the present settlement were 
notoriously favourable years, still the difference is very startling, 
especially as Mr. Price argues as if he put faith in his own figures. 
In Erinch, the productive powers of the soil increase 50 per cent., and 
the rates are raised 46 per cent. In Jellamuta, the productive powers 
decline 15 per cent., and the rents are enhanced 58 per cent. ! Erinch, 
again, is practically free from danger of inundation, while Jellamuta 
is necessarily flooded if the bunds of the Kaliaghye give way : they 
did give way in the year 1874, at the time of the cyclone, and the 
crops were entirely destroyed, and they have done so three or four 
times in the last 20 years. 

39. Lastly, there is the drainage difficulty which formed the 

subject of a special report to Government in 
tb?2ist March 1877 7A ° f March 1877. In that letter the Board proposed 

to Government to spend, or at least advance, 
Bs. 12,444 to improve the drainage of J ellamuta pergunnah — 

“ As in January 1876 the Settlement Officer of Midnapore, in 
reporting in connection with the assessments of the Jellamuta and 
Majnamuta estates in that district, represented that in pergunnah 
Jellamuta the result of the enhanced rate proposed by him would be 
an increase of 70 per cent, in the gross revenue of the estate, the lands 
of that pergunnah, however, being low and liable to inundation in 
seasons of excessive rainfall, the anticipated increase was stated to 
depend on the interior drainage of the pergunnah being placed on a proper 
footing .” 

The Board solicit a reference to that letter, as also to the orders of 
Government in reply (10th April 1877! in which it is stated that, 
“it appears to His Honor as though Mr. Price was sensible that the 
enhanced rates fixed by him were too high if these improvements were 
carried out.” 

40. It is but just to Mr. Price to add that he contended against 
this conclusion of the Lieutenant-Governor, and argued that even with 
the lands undrained as they are, they would pay the rates proposed, 
and the Board are even prepared to admit that, as a fact, these rates 
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could be demanded without positive injustice ; but the correspondence 
referred to leaves little room for doubt that the assessment in Jeila- 
muta has not been a lenient assessment ; that Mr. Price contemplated 
its drainage being improved when he fixed these rates, and that he 
never suggested any further increase if the money had been spent and 
the khalls cleared out. The Board think it hardly possible therefore 
to resist the conclusion that relatively to other pergunnahs the assess- 
ment in Jeilamuta is high. 

41. When these facts were laid before Lord Ulick Browne he 
summoned Mr. Price to Calcutta to discuss the Jeilamuta rates with 
him, and also asked for the benefit of Mr. Buokland’s advice, who had 
been Commissioner of Burdwan during a portion of the time when 
the estate was under settlement. After conferring with Mr. Price, 
both Members were agreed that the rates in Jeilamuta were too high 
to be proposed as a lenient assessment, such as Government would be 
disposed to sanction, and such as they have sanctioned for Majnamuta. 
It is quite evident that as these rates are not merely rates on the 
basis of which the sudder jumma is to be fixed, but also rates 
which it is proposed that the ryots shall be called upon to pay to the 
proprietors, and rates, too, which it is proposed to make binding upon 
them under the new Act, unless they successfully sue to set them aside, 
the actual state of the pergunnah is what has to be considered, and 
though the zemindars may be certainly to blame for allowing the 
drainage channels to silt up, that cannot make the ryots liable to pay 
a higher rent. 

42. As regards the best method of reducing the rates in Jeila- 
muta, it must be kept in view that the Board have no evidence of 
any kind before them of particular errors in classification of soils, or 
in the determination of their qualities and productive powers. All 
that they are able to determine in the absence of any individual com- 
plaints in appeal is that the average increase is above that which they 
like to recommend. Hence they have precisely the same ground for 
supposing it to be excessive in one class of land or one kind of soil 
as in another. The only logical conclusion therefore is that relief 
should be equally given to all ; and, after full consideration, the Board 
propose to reduce the rates in Jeilamuta by two and a half annas in 
the rupee all round, or nearly one-sixth. This will reduce the average 
enhancement as compared with the previous assessment to about 33 
per cent., and the corrections can be easily made without any difficulty. 

43. There remains pergunnah Taraf Bisuan, the increase in 
which is 51 per cent. This is somewhat high, and the Board would 
have been glad to have found it lower, but there are circumstances 
which place it on an entirely different footing from Jeilamuta. It 
is not like Erinch, Jeilamuta, and other large pergunnahs, in a 
compact block, but is scattered among the other pergunnahs of 
Hidgellee. It thus fell to the lot of all three Deputy Collectors 
engaged in the settlement of Jeilamuta to share in its assessment. 
In the case of Jeilamuta the dissatisfaction of Mr. Price with the 
rates first fixed by the Deputy Collector affords a probable explanation 
of its being heavily assessed afterwards, whereas irt Taraf Bisuan 

16 
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there is no conceivable reason why it should have had harder measure 
meted out to it than the other pergunnahs in which it lies. The 
crop measurements gave an average of Us. 10-6-10, against an average 
at the former settlement of Rs. 9-2-4. One of its largest fragments, 
too, has been considerably improved by the canal. It seems to the 
Board therefore that there are several guarantees that it has been 
equitably assessed, while to interfere with the assessment would be to 
introduce an element of confusion into the settlement of all the 
pergunnahs in which its lands lie. The Board therefore think that 
they can safely and justly recommend the rates of Taraf Bisuan to 
be left unaltered. 

44. As regards rates other than those of rice lands, the Board 
would solicit a reference to paragraphs 81 and 32 of the Majnamuta 
report. The Board would, for the reasons there stated, let the rates 
for bastu and dhasa lands follow the rates ioijal lands, confirming them 
in all other pergunnahs, but reducing them in the same proportion for 
Jellamuta. 


45. Interior drainage channels and grambheries . — In this estate, 
as in Majnamuta, the orders of Government of 5th July 1872, 
No. 2878, throwing upon ryots the obligation of repairing grambheries, 
has in a great measure hindered the completion 
datedath June 1878 . * of the settlement. But Government has now in 

Government order No. the correspondence noted on the margin ac- 
7821, dated eth July 1878. ce p^ e( j the liability of making an allowance for 

the cost of maintaining grambheries and drainage channels wherever 
these are really required. The orders of Government have been com- 
municated to the Commissioner. 


46. Classes of ryots . — The Settlement Officer gives the follow- 
ing account of the ryots on the estate : — 


“ There are three classes of ryots in the estate — 18,5G8 khoodkasht 

1 «, 6«8 cultivating 80,099 6 2 o* or resident ryots; 15.308 paikast or 

16,398 „ 33,593 s o 9£ non-resident ryots, who have been m 

696 >» 29,791 o l 7£ possession of their holdings for more than 

12 years — both these classes enjoy rights of occupancy; and 
696 non-resident ryots who have not been in possession for 12 
years, and who have no rights of occupancy. The jumma of no 
class of ryots can be enhanced during the term of re-settlements. So 
long as a ryot, even of the third class, pays his rents he cannot be 
ousted by the zemindar ; and even when he is ousted it can only be 
after legal proceedings and with the court’s sanction. The ryots 
possess those rights which either they have always exercised, and which 
have come down to them from the last settlement (the privilege of 
selling or otherwise transferring their holdings being one of them) 
or rights which have accrued to them by legal enactment. So that 
the zemindars who are entitled to re-settlement cannot dispute the 
status of the ryots hereinbefore described.” 


47. The Board have already expressed their views on the subject 
of ryots’ rights in the Majnamuta report, and the orders of Govern- 
ment thereon, since received, will also govern the Jellamuta estate. 
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They have ascertained that no guarantee, authorized or unauthorized 
has yet been given to the ryots that their rents shall not be enhanced, 
during the period of the settlement, and there will therefore be no 
difficulty in giving effect to the orders of Government. 

48. Baruas . — Nothing need be said here on the subject of these 
village officials called baruas . The question of their retention or 
abolition has been fully discussed in the Majnamuta report, and the 
orders of Government in that case will, it is presumed, apply equally 
to Jellamuta. 
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No. 167T, dated Darjeeling, the 21st October 1878. 

From — A. Mackenzie, Esq., Secretary to the Government of Bengal, 
in charge Revenue and General Departments, 

To — The Secretary to the Board of Revenue, L. P. 

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 701A, 
dated the 28th ultimo, reporting regarding the settlement of Jellamuta 
in Midnapore, and in reply to say that the Lieutenant-Governor 
entirely agrees with the Board in the conclusions to which they have 
come with reference to the rates of rent in the various pergunnahs of 
this estate, and accepts fully the reasoning leading up to those conclu- 
sions. The result will be that the Settlement Officer’s rates for rice 
lands will he maintained in every pergunnah save Jellamuta, and in 
Jellamuta Mr. Price’s rates will be reduced by 2| annas in the rupee 
all round. The rates for bastu and dhasa lands will follow as in 
Majnamuta the rates for jal lands, and be confirmed in all the per- 
gunnahs save Jellamuta, where they will be reduced in the proportion 
named above. 

2. All other points in connection with this settlement will be 
governed by the orders already given in connection with Majnamuta. 


No. 808 A, dated Calcutta, the 24th December 1879. 

From— R. H. Wilson, Esq., Officiating Secretary to the Board of 
Revenue, L. P., 

To — The Commissioner of the Burdwan Division. 


• No. 67 S, dated 
December 1679. 


3rd 


With reference to your letter No. 1059, dated the 12th December 
1879, submitting revised statement No. XX, and 
copy of a letter* from the Collector of Midna- 
pore, reporting on the objections raised by the 
proprietors against the re-settlement of the Jellamuta estate, I am 
desired to state that the orders already passed regarding the condition on 
which grambhery allowance is to be allowed cannot be modified, and 
the Board see no reason for allowing or proposing in this estate a 
larger consolidated allowance to the proprietors than is usually granted 
in similar cases under the general orders of Government. 

2. The only modifications the Board think it necessary to make 
are — (a) the omission of all provision for putwaries, Government having 
recently decided that in Bengal Proper the maintenance of putwaries 
is not to be required ; and (6) an increase of the allowance to the pro- 
prietors for collection expenses in the case of resumed lakhiraj lands 
from 10 to 15 per cent, as in the case of the Majnamuta estate. 

3. These changes will necessitate a revision of table C of state- 
ment No. XX as shown below. The statement in the Board’s 
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office has been, corrected accordingly, and the copies in your and the 
• Collector’s offices should be similarly corrected — 




1287, A.S. 

1288, A.S. 

1289, A.S. 

1290, A.S. 

1291 to 1307, 

A. S. 



Rs. A. 

P. 

Re. a. p. 

Rs. A. P. 

Rs. A. P. 

Rs. A. 

P. 

1. 

Assets assumed as the 
basis of settlement. 

2,25,113 0 

41 

2,25,139 7 41 

2,25,229 4 41 

2,25,298 2 41 

2,25,304 14 

31 

2. 

Deduct collection ex- 

67,533 14 

6 

67,541 13 5 

67,568 12 6 

67,589 7 1 

67,591 7 

61 


penses and proprietary 
allowance at 30 per 









cent. 








S. 

Remainder 

1 1,57,679 1 10i 

1,57,597 9 111 

1,57,660 7 101 

1,57,708 11 31 

1,57,713 6 

91 


Rs. A. p. 








4. 

Add the ass- 









essment of 
cultivated 

khas patit 404 10 10 








5. 

Deduct pro- 
ptietary al- 
lowance at 

30 per cent. 121 6 5 

283 4 

g 

283 4 5 

283 4 5 

28S 4 5 









6. 

Total 

1,57,862 6 

31 

1,57,880 14 41 

1,57,943 12 31 

1,57,991 15 81 

1,57,996 11 

21 

7. 

Add half 









rental ass- 
essment 
resumed o 
rent-free 

lands ...9,476 6 Q\ 








8. 

Deduct col- 









lection ex- 
penses at 15 

per cent ... 1,421 7 41 








9. 

Remainder 8,054 15 2 








10. 

Add to avoid 









fractions ... 0 0 10 

8,055 0 

o 

8,055 0 0 

8,055 0 0 

8,055 0 0 

8,055 0 

o 





11. 

Total 

1,65,917 6 

li 

1,65,935 14 41 

1,65,998 12 31 

1,66,046 15 81 

1,66,051 11 

li 

12. 

Add or deduct to avoid 






91 


fractions 

0 6 

31 

0 1 71 

0 3 81 

0 0 31 

0 4 

13. 

Total or remainder . . . 

1,65,017 0 

0 

1,65,936 0 0 

1,65,999 0 0 

1,66,047 0 0 

1,66,052 0 

0 


Note.— T he item 8, remainder of the assessment of cultivated kh&s patit in the original table G was 
erroneously added to the half -rental assessment of resumed rent- free lands and a second deduction of 10 per 
cent, made thereon on account of collection charges. This has now been corrected. 


4. The net revenue demandable having thus been fixed at 
Rs. 1,65,917, the Collector should make a formal offer of the settlement 
to the proprietors from the beginning of the Amli year 1287 in Sep- 
tember 1879. In making this offer he should call upon them, in the 
event of their being unwilling to accept the settlement, subject to this 
amount of revenue, to state under clause 3, section Y, Regulation VII 
of 1822, the highest amount of jumma for the payment of which they 
may be willing to engage. A reasonable time should be fixed within 
whioh a reply is to be given. If no definite reply be reoeived by that 
date, the proprietors must be understood to have refused, and the estate 
can then be brought under khas management under seotion III, 
Regulation VII of 1822. The result of the offer should be reported 
to the Board, and proposals made as to the rate of malikans to be 
allowed under section V, Regulation YII of 1822. 
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No. 1373, dated Chinsurah, the 20th February 1880. 

From — T. E. Ravenshaw, Esq., Commissioner of the Burdwan Division* 
To — The Secretary to the Board of Kevenue, Lower Provinces. 

In reply to your No. 80HA of 24th December 1879, 1 have the 
honour to submit report from Collector of Midnapore, No. 78S, dated 
13th February 1880, together with translation of the Jellamuta pro- 
prietors’ petition. This virtually deolines settlement on any terms 
until the settlement rates have been enforoed. Under the circumstances 
1 recommend that orders may issue authorising assumption of khas 
management. The subject of malikana allowance to be made will be 
separately reported after reference to the Collector. 


No. 78S, dated Midnapore, the 13th February 1880. 

From — J. C. Pbice, Esq., Offg. Collector of Midnapore, 

To — The Commissioner of Revenue, Burdwan Division. 

With reference to the Board’s letter No. 808A of the 24th 
December last, forwarded to me with your memorandum No. 736 of the 
26th idem, I have the honour to submit herewith a translation of the peti- 
tion presented by the proprietors of the J ellamuta estate in compliance 
with my call made on them with a view to induce them to accept 
settlement at the jumma revised by the Board. It will appear there- 
from that the proprietors will not accept settlement until the rates are 
wholly acquiesced in by the ryots. I therefore beg to suggest that 
the estate be brought under the management of Government at once, 
as proposed by me in my letter No. 57S of the 3rd December last. 


To — T he Collector of Midnapobe. 

The humble petition of Srimati Rani Hari- 
priya and Srimati liani Anandamoyi, 
zemindars of estate Jellamuta. 

Sheweth — 

That the petitioners were served with notices directing them to 
report their willingness to accept the revised maximum jumma of 
14s. 1,6(5,052. That they have no objection whatever to acoept 
settlement, as they have previously reported to you. That they con- 
sent to agree to take settlement at the jumma which will be willingly 
accepted by the ryots. They therefore pray that their former objec- 
tions be decided, and that the settlement be concluded with them on 
the jumma acquiesced in by the ryots, after allowing them malikana, 
collection expenses, and allowances for the maintenance and repairs 
of grambheries at the rates hitherto paid to them. 


No. 146 A, dated Calcutta, the 2nd March 1880. 

From — H. J. S. Cotton, Esq., OfEg. Secretary to the Board of Revenue* 
Lower Provinces, 

To— The Commissioner of Burdwan. 

With reference to ycur letter No. 1373, dated 20th February 
1880, submitting copy of a letter, with enclosure, from the Collector of 
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Midnapore, reporting that the proprietors of the Jellamuta estate 
decline to accept the settlement on the terms offered, and recommending 
that the estate may be brought under khas management, I am desired 
to say that it will now be necessary for the Collector to assume direct 
management of this estate under section 3, Regulation YII of 1882, 
and to assign malikana to the proprietors under section 5 of that 
regulation. 

2. The Collector has reported elsewhere that, although the enhance- 
ment under the jummabundis and notices which have been issued 
upon the ryots might take effect retrospectively from the beginning of 
the current year, under section 12, Bengal Act VIII of 1879, yet the 
proprietors of the estate have been collecting rents for the year, and 
giving receipts at the old rates. Care must be taken to avoid the con- 
fusion from their having done so, and not to allow the questions to 
arise which arose in adjusting the malikana of the Majnamuta estate, 
in which there was a difficulty as to the mode of dealing with rents 
which fell due between the date on which the last instalment of 
revenue had been due from the proprietors, and the date on which 
charge of the estate was assumed by the Collector. To avoid this 
difficulty it will be desirable for the Collector to declare the estate 
under his management from a date following that on which same 
instalment of revenue becomes due from the proprietors. 

3. The effect will be that the proprietors will remain liable for all 
instalments of revenue which may have fallen due before that date ; and 
that they will be entitled to collect all rents which may have fallen due up 
to that date. If they choose not to take advantage of the enhance- 
ment for the period for which they are entitled to collect, they can forego 
the enhanced rents for that period, but this will not prevent the Col- 
lector from enforcing the enhanced rates for the remainder of the year. 

4. It may be necessary to remind the Collector that he will not 
be entitled to demand payment of revenue on the estate from the pro- 
prietors at the increased rate from the beginning of the year ; the 
revenue from the beginning of the current year up to the date on 
which the Collector may assume charge of the estate must be accepted 
and levied, if necessary, at the old rate of the settlement which has 
lately expired. 

5. You are now requested to report on what dates the different 

instalments of revenue of the Jellamuta estate become due to Govern- 
ment, the last day of payment for each instalment, the amount of 
each, and the date on which you would propose that the Collector should 
take charge of the estate. It will of course be necessary to give 
ample previous notice of such date to the ryots of the estate by pro- 
clamation throughout the estate and otherwise, and to warn the ryots 
that instalments of rent falling due from and after that date must be 
paid to the Collector or to some person authorized by the Collector, and 
not to any one else. 


No. 325A. 

Endorsed by — The Secretary to the Board of Revenue, Lower Provinces. 
Copy forwarded to the Collector of Midnapore direct to save 
time, with reference to his letter No, 78S, dated 13th February 1880, 
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and its enclosure, and with a request that he will submit his report to 
the Commissioner of Burdwan with as little delay as possible. 


No. 296K, dated Midnapore, the 15th March 1880. 

From — J. C. Pbicb, Esq., OfEg. Collector of Midnapore, 

To — The Commissioner of .Revenue, Burdwan Division. 

With reference to paragraph 5 of letter No. 146A, dated 2nd 
instant, from the Secretary to the Board of Revenue, to your address, 
(a copy of whioh has been forwarded to me with the Secretary’s memo- 
randum No. 325 A of the same date), communicating the orders of 
the Board to bring the Jellamuta estate under direct management 
under section 3, Regulation Y1I of 1822, 1 have the honour to submit 
herewith a statement showing the months in which the different 
instalments of revenue of the estate become due to Government, the 
last day of payment for each instalment, and its amount. In this state- 
ment I have also specified the fixed monthly kistibundi which 
regulates the payment of rent by the ryots of Jellamuta and other 
estates in Hidgellee. 

2. Of the four instalments payable by the proprietors of the 
estate in each Amli year, the first, which falls on the 12th January, 
follows a 6 -annas towjih due from the ryots for the three months 
Assin to Agrahayan ; the second, which falls on the 28th March, follows 

* a 7-annas towjih for the next three months, Pous to Phalgun ; the third, 
which falls on the 28th June, follows a 3-annas 6 pie towjih for the 
next three months, Chaitra to Jaisthya ; and the fourth, whioh is due 
on the 28th September, follows the remaining 6-pies towjih for the last 
three months, Assar, Sraban, and Bhadra. 

3. As Phalgun has already expired, and as the 28th March, 
corresponding with the 17th Chaitra Amli, is the last day for payment 
of the last instalment of the current financial year, I consider it 
expedient to bring the estate under khas management from the 30th 
of March. Under this arrangement the rents of 12 annas towjih of 
the current Amli year 1287 will become payable by the ryots to the 
proprietors, and the remaining 4 annas will be due to Government. 
1 hope this proposal will meet the approval of the Board, in anti- 
cipation of which I propose to issue the necessary notifications all over 
the estate ; that is, the ryots will be warned that the rents due for the 
last 4 annas towjih of the year 1287 must not be paid by them to the 
zemindars, but to the agency whioh will be hereafter employed in 
collecting rents in the estate. 

4. I may here add that the zemindars may have an objection to 
urge against my recommendation. Whereas they will be able to 
collect only 12 annas portion of the rents due from their ryots, they 
will have paid a 13-annas towjih on the 28th March. But no possible 
arrangement can be made which will exactly assimilate the ryots’ 
kistibundi with the instalments of Government revenue. 


Memo. No. 29 7 K, dated Midnapore, the 15th March 1880. 

Endorsed by — J. C. Pbicb, Esq., OfEg. Collector of Midnapore. 

Copy submitted to the Secretary to the Board of Revenue, Lower 
Provinces. 
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. Price, 

Offg. Collector. 
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No. 298K, dated Midnapore, the 16th March 1880. 

From — J C. Price, Esq., Offg. Collector of Midnapore, 

To — The Commissioner of Revenue, Burdwan Division. 

In my letter No. 296K of yesterday’s date I reported to you that 
the Jellamuta estate should be brought under khas management from 
the 29th of March. I am now made aware that the 28th instant will 
be Sunday, and the last day for payment of the last instalment of 
Government revenue of the estate for the current financial year will 
fall on the 29th idem. The khas management should begin from the 
30th. Necessary notifications will accordingly be issued all over the 
estate. 


Memo. No. 229K, dated Midnapore, the 16th March 1880. 

Endorsed by — J. C. Price, Esq., Offg. Collector of Midnapore. 

Copy submitted to the Secretary to the Beard of Revenue, Lower 
Provinces, in continuation of this office letter No. 297K of yesterday’s 
date. 


No. 205A, dated Calcutta, the 22nd March 1880. 

From — H. J. S. Cotton, Esq., Offg. Secretary to the Board of Revenue, 
Lower Provinces, 

To — The Commissioner of Burdwan 

In continuation of my letter No. 146A, dated 2nd March 1880, 1 
am directed to say that the Board approve of the proposals made by 
the Collector of Midnapore in his letter No. 296K of the 15th idem, to 
your address, a copy of which has been sent direct to the Board for 
assuming direct management of the Jellamuta estate, the charge of 
the estate being taken from the 30th March 1880, as proposed in 
Mr. Price’s letter No. 298K, dated 16th instant. 

2. To avoid delay a copy of this letter will be sent direct to the 
Collector. 


No. 417A. 

Endorsed by — The Secretary to the Board of Revenue, L. P. 

Copy forwarded to the Collector of Midnapore for information and 
guidance, with reference to his memorandums Nos. 297K and 299K, 
dated, respectively, the 15th and 16th March 1880. 


No. 1476, dated Chinsurah, the 23rd March 1880. 

From — T. E. Ravenshaw, Esq., Commissioner of Burdwan, 

To — The Secretary to the Board of Revenue, L. P. 

In reply to the latter part of your 808A of 24th December 1879, 
and with reference to Board’s orders 146A of 2nd March, directing 
assumption of management of Jellamuta estate, I have the honour to 
state that the malikana allowance under clause 2, section 5, of Regu- 
lation VII of 1822 should be at some rate between 5 and 10 per cent, 
on the net amount realized by Government. 
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In the Majnamuta estate, which is similarly situated, 10 per cent, 
is the allowance fixed. I therefore recommend that 10 per cent, mali- 
kana may be sanctioned in Jellamuta also. 


No. 219 A, dated Calcutta, the 2nd April 1880. 

From — H. J. S. Cotton, Esq., Officiating Secretary to the Board of 
Revenue, L. P., 

To — The Commissioner of Burdwan. 

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 1476, 
dated the 23rd March 1880, and in reply to say that the Board 
sanction 10 per cent, on the net collections of the Jellamuta estate as 
the malikana allowance to be paid to the proprietors of the estate 
during its khas management. 


No. 483A, dated Fort William, the 13th July 1880. 

From — H. J. S. Cotton, Esq., Officiating Secretary to the Board of 
Revenue, L. P. 

To — The Secretary to the Government of Bengal, Revenue Department. 

With reference to reminder No 1872A — 736LR, dated 23rd June 
1880, calling for the submission of final report of the settlement of the 
Jellamuta estate in Midnapore, I am directed to say that, notwithstand- 
ing the reduction allowed in Government order No 167T, dated 21st 
October 1878, of two and a half annas in the rupee in the jumma of the 
estate, which had the effect of reducing the net amount of demandable 
revenue as detailed in the statement enclosed, the proprietors refused to 
accept settlement unless the rates were enforced from the ryots under 
Government supervision and with the assistance of Government 
officers, and the estate has accordingly been brought under khas manage- 
ment from the 30 th March 1880. 


No. 192A, dated Calcutta, the 19th April 1882. 

From — H. J. S. Cotton, Esq., Secretary to the Board of Revenue, L.P., 
To — The Commissioner of the Burdwan Division. 

In your predecessor’s letter No. 1 476, dated 23rd March 1880, it was 
represented that the malikana allowance payable to the proprietors of 
the Jellamuta estate should be calculated at some rate between 5 and 
10 per cent. “ on the net collections,” and it was added that “ in the 
Majnamuta estate, which is similarly situated, 10 per cent is the allow- 
ance fixed. I therefore recommend that 10 per cent malikana may be 
sanctioned in Jellamuta also.” 

2. In reply, the Board in my No. 219A, dated 2nd April 1880, 
sanctioned u 10 per cent, on the net collections of the Jellamuta estate 
as the malikana to be paid to the proprietors of the estate during its 
khas management.” But these orders were passed under the misap- 
prehension that, as represented by your predecessor, Jellamuta was 
situated exactly as Majnamuta was when the orders determining the 
mode of calculation for malikana were passed. This was not the case, 
for Majnamuta was then held under attachment in accordance with 
Regulation IX of 1825. 
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3. The Jellamuta estate was brought under khas management 
from the 30th March 1880. Under clause 3, section 5, Regulation YII 
T of 1822, the proprietors were called on by the Col- 
dated' °i3thFebruMy 1880. lector* to state the highest jumma for which 
they might be willing to engage ; but when they 
failed “ to specify and tender any sum,” the estate was taken 
under khas management. t The circumstances of the case are there- 
fore exactly similar to that of the Majnamuta 
dated* 2S^i%iarch 1880 A estate after, but not before, March 1880. It has 

been pointed out in my letter No. 191A of 
to-day’s date, to your address, that the malikana in such a case 
should not be calculated on the net collections of the estate. The 
provisions of clause 3, section 5, Regulation YII of 1822 are appli- 
cable to the Jellamuta as well as to the Majnamuta estate. In Jella- 
muta also the malikana must be calculated on the net revenue derived 
by Government from the estate on account of the year preceding that 
in which the Collector called on the proprietors to engage. In the 
Jellamuta estate the net revenue of the year preceding is the jumma ■ 
of the old settlement, viz. Rs. 98,245, and road fund Rs. 982-8 — total 
Rs. 99,227-8 — and the proprietors are therefore entitled to malikana 
on this sum for such time as the estate is now held by Government. 
It has already been decided that malikana shall be calculated at the 
rate of 10 per cent. 

4. These orders will take effect from the date of the assumption 
of charge of the estate, and any payments which may already have 
been made should be adjusted in accordance with them. 



PAET III. 


CORRESPONDENCE REGARDING GRAMBHERIES AND DRAINAGE 

CHANNELS. 


From Commissioner of Bnrdwan, 
No. 814, dated lltli December 1878, and 
enclosure. 

Board’s reply No. 15 A, dated 7th 
January 1879. 

„ Commissioner’s rejoinder No. 1061, 
dated 18th Febiuary 1879. 


No. 221A, dated Fort William, the 3rd April 1879. 

From — H. L. Habrison, Esq., Secretary to the Board of Revenue, L.P., 
To — The Secretary to the Government of Bengal, Revenue Department. 

With reference to Government order No. 782T, dated 6th July 

1878, and subsequent reminders, I am 
desired to submit a oopy of the corre- 
spondence noted on the margin, regard- 
ing the allowance to be made for the 
maintenance of grambheries and 
drainage channels in certain pergunnahs 
in the Majnamuta and Jellamuta estates in the Midnapore district. 

2. It will be seen that, under the settlement of 1845, the amount 

actually allowed on account of gram- 
bheries was 5 per cent, on the gross 
mofussil assets of mal lands in eight 
pergunnahs in Majnamuta and nine 
pergunnahs in Jellamuta. Nothing 
was allowed in the remaining three 
pergunnahs of Majnamuta or in the 
remaining pergunnah of J ellamuta, and 
also nothing was allowed on the resumed 
lakhiraj lands. The allowances there- 
fore amounted to Rs. 7,158 in the 
former, and to Rs. 6,889 in the latter, 
as shown on the margin. The Govern- 
ment (paragraph 3 of their letter of 
6th July last) anticipate that it will 
not probably be necessary to grant as 
much as 5 per cent, even on the old 
jumma, and that oertainly nothing like 
5 per cent, on the jumma now fixed 

should be given ; but the Commissioner’s letter and its enclosures 
show that this anticipation will not be realized. Mr. Price’s calcula- 
tion and estimates, which are given in statement B of that letter, 
show that Rs. 12,159 will be required annually for the repairs and 
maintenance of grambheries and drainage channels in 10 out of the 
11 pergunnahs in Majnamuta, and Rs. 9,383 in nine out of the 10 
pergunnahs in Jellamuta, ora total of Rs. 21,542. 

3. The Board were much surprised at the high estimate made, 
and were disposed to think that Mr. Price had included in it every 
grambhery in the two estates, or at least many grambheries that were 
practically unnecessary ; and it was thought that, if a judicious selection 



Rs. 

Majnamuta 

2,854 

Boro Duirman 

2,734 

Xaruanmta 

417 

Kismut Hataspore 

357 

Balijora 

349 

Datta Khoroi 

230 

Sarifabad 

127 

Amirahad 

90 


7,158 

Jellamuta 

Tsuaf Enoch 

1,901 

2,215 

1,278 

,, Hisuan 

Bainda Bazar 

63 

Fataspore 

323 

Nyabad 

61 

Bhocrai 

462 

Khalsa Bhoprai ... 

135 

Kalindi Balshahi 

451 


6,889 

Total 

14,047 
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liad been made, many of them might have been dispensed with. 
Further information was accordingly Jobtained from Mr. Price denri- 
officially as to the principle of the selection made, and he was requested 
to report whether any proper enquiry had been made, and whether any 
competent offioer had satisfied himself that all the grambheries included 
in his estimate were really useful. A copy of Mr. Price’s memorandum 
in reply is annexed, and it will be seen that he states that the five 
Deputy andjSub-Deputy Collectors, who were engaged on the settle- 
ment of these two estates, had made careful enquiries into the matter, 
and he is not prepared to say that a single grambhery included in the 
estimate could be said to be useless. The estimate, Mr. Price thinks, 
cannot well be reduced. In fact, he states that any further enquiries 
into the question, whether grambhery requirements are adequately met, 
will more probably result in an increase than a decrease, and nothing 
could be brought to light that was not already known and well con- 
sidered. 

4. It must be remembered that the price of labour has risen very 
much during the last 40 years — probably as much as the value of pro- 
duce and more than the increase of rent which the Board have felt 
justified in recommending. Mr. Dampier submits therefore that, unless 
the allowance at the former settlement was very excessive and altogether 
over-estimated, an assumption for which there are no grounds, we ought 
not to be surprised at the result of Mr. Price’s enquiries which afford 
some kind of corroboration indeed of the equity of the former 
allowance. 

5. It seems to the Board therefore that two proposals may reason- 
ably be made — (1) to grant the precise allowances recommended by 
Mr. Price, aggregating Es. 21,542, in lieu of the old allowance of 
Es. 14,047 ; the other to grant an allowance calculated precisely as 
before, r£z., at 5 per cent, on the gross mal assets of eight pergunnahs in 
one estate and nine pergunnahs in the other. This calculation will be 
found in column 11 of statement C annexed to the Commissioner’s 
letter, and the total amounts to Bs. 22,265, or about Es. 700 more. 

6. It is quite possible, however, that the rents may be reduced in 
the course of the proceedings, connected with the endeavour which is 
now being made to enforce them, even under the new Settlement Officers’ 
Bill ; so that it cannot at present be foreseen with certainty which of 
the two systems will be most economical. 

7. All things considered, therefore, 1 it "seems to Mr. Dampier 
that it will be better and more equitable to adopt the estimates pre- 
pared by Mr. Price. The Government, in its letter under reply, desire 
“ that it should be distinctly stated what grambheries are really 
required, and only these should be maintained.” This, it will be seen 
from his memorandum, Mr. Price has done, and in the settlement of 
each pergtmnah a list of the grambheries which required to be kept 
up is given. This list contains grambheries in two pergunnahs of 
Majnamuta — Kismut Shipore and Majna Nyabad — which received no 
allowance at the last settlement, and, if they have to be kept up, the 
zemindars will urge that an allowance ought to be made on the mal 
assets of those pergunnahs also. 
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8. On the other hand, if these grambheries are struck out of 
the list on the plea that no allowance was made at the last settlement, 
it will place the Government in the position of not adhering to the 
opinions of its Settlement Officers, and it will be difficult to refuse to 
re-open the question if it is complained that other grambheries, which 
ought to have been included, have been omitted. 

9. On the whole therefore it will greatly simplify matters if 
the Settlement Officers' lists and estimates are accepted, and the allow- 
ance granted accordingly. The Collector will then have a definite 
and authoritative list to be guided by if complaints are made of 
neglect of repairs, and the obligations of the zemindars also will be 
definite and ascertainable. If the ryots claim the repairs of any 
grambhery not included in the list, it will be easy to point this out, 
and to insist on their doing any repairs they wish at their own expense. 

10. The Board therefore would recommend that the allowances 
shown in annexure B to the Commissioner's letter of the 7th December 
may be sanctioned, amounting in all to Rs. 12,159 for Majnamuta, 
and Rs. 9,383 for Jellamuta. This last amount includes Rs. 91 
for Keoramal Nyabad, which is only an estimate of Mr. Price's, as 
he had sent away the original papers and had not access to them when 
writing his report. As it would delay this report very much to have 
those papers traced out and referred to, and as the amount is so small, 
the Board recommend that Mr. Price's estimate may be taken as the 
correct amount for this pergunnah without further reference. 


No. 814, dated Howrah, the 11th December 1878. 

From — F. H. Pellew, Esq., Offg. Commr. of the Burdwan Division, 
To— The Secretary to the Board of Kevenue, Lower Provinces. 

I have the honour, in reference to your No. 484A of the 19th 
July, and subsequent reminders, to submit a copy of No. 100, dated 
8th August, from the Officiating Settlement Officer, Midnapore, ■ with 
the statements purporting to show the amounts proposed to be allowed 
to the zemindars in the temporarily- settled estates of Majnamuta and 
Jellamuta for the maintenance of grambheries and drainage channels. 

2. It is first necessary to explain why this has not been submitted 
earlier. 

3. The statements, as originally submitted, were full of errors in 
calculation and were unintelligible. Column 7 of statement C pur- 
ported to show a deduction of one-fifth of the amount shown in 
column 6 for the grambhery allowance, whereas it was clear that the 
amount shown should have been one-eighth of the total allowance of 
40 per cent. These errors were doubtless owing to Mr. Price’s anxiety 
to complete the statements before making over charge of the office, but 
they necessitated the return of them and revision in the Collector's 
office. They were again re-submitted on the 23rd September ; but I was 
once more obliged to return them on account of serious discrepancies 
in the figures. Lastly, they were submitted on the 29th November. 

4. I have made a few minor revisions, with a view to reconciling 
discrepancies due to an imperfect method of dealing with fractions, 
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but the statements, as now submitted, are substantially the statements 
which Mr. Price intended to submit. 

5. I am particular in mentioning this, because it does not appear 
to me that the statements are exactly what are required by the orders 
of Government and the Board ; at the same time, as they embody the 
Settlement Officer’s views on the subject of these allowances, they 
clearly require to be submitted to the Board. Statement A shows the 
former allowance as computed in the settlement office by the somewhat 
round-about method of taking one-eighth of the total allowance of 
40 per cent, on gross assets allowed to the zemindars under the settle- 
ment of 1845. It shows that Rs. 7,161 were allowed for Majnamuta, 
and Rs. 6,898 for Jellamuta. Statement B is the result of the 
enquiries made by the Settlement Officer and his subordinates during 
settlement, and shows the amount which, in their opinion, ought to be 
expended in grambheries and drainage channels respectively in each 
pergunnah, except Keoramal Nyabad of estate Jellamuta, the reasons 
for omitting which are explained. It includes three pergunnahs — 
Kismut Shipore, Majna Nyabad, and Gaomesh — for which no allow- 
ance Was made formerly. In some pergunnahs a greater sum, and m 
others a less sum, is estimated than the former allowance. But on 
the whole the amount exceeds the old allowance by more than 70 per 
cent, in the case of Majnamuta. 

6. In statement C the Settlement Officer has simply calculated 
5 per cent, on the gross assets under the new settlement and shown 
them in column 11. The amount shown for Majnamuta is somewhat 
less than was shown as requisite in statement B, and the amount in 
Jellamuta somewhat more, as follows — 

Amount Amount at 5 per port, 

required. on tnal jumina. 

Rs. Rs. a. p. 

Majnamuta ... ... 12,159 10,582 7 10 

Jellamuta ... ... 9,382* 11,682 15 0 

7. The great elaboration of figures shown in this statement is 
unintelligible and perplexing In reality the amounts shown in 
columns 6 and 7 are merely 40 per cent, and 5 per cent, respectively 
on those shown in column 3. Columns 4 and 5 are unmeaning, as it 
would appear that the half -rental on resumed lands was not taken 
into the account of gross assets for the purpose of calculating the 
allowances to the proprietors, and column 6, which shows the total 
allowance of 40 per cent., is not required. Again, column 11 shows 
simply 5 per cent, on the figures in column 8, and columns 9 and 10 
are inserted without any apparent object. 

8. On perusing the Board’s report to Government and the orders 
of Government passed thereon, I note the following points as impor- 
tant in regard to the present matter. 

9. In paragraph 3 of the Board’s report it is noted that 5 per 
cent, of the gross assets were allowed to the proprietors for keeping in 
order the grambheries in six pergunnahs, viz . : — 

Majnamuta. I Datta Khoroi, 

Doro Damns n. I Amirabad. 

Balijora. | Kismut Pataspore. 

* After adding Us. 90 for Keoramal Nyabad. 
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But in paragraph 29 it is explained that, although no special provision 
was made for jalnikashi or interior drainage channels in the settlement 
of 1845, yet, in fact, the settlement-holders have at any rate professed 
to keep in order both the grambheries and the jalnikashi, and that the 
ryots look to them lor the execution of the work ; and in paragraph 30 
the Board express the opinion that on the whole the best solution will 
be to continue the arrangement made at the last settlement, with such 
additional securities as may be practicable, viz., that a Bill should be 
submitted and passed by the Commissioner on a certificate that the 
grambheries, as well as the jalnikashi, have not been neglected. 

10. From this I understand that it was the intention of the 
Board that the old allowance, whatever it might have amounted to, 
was to be continued to the zemindar on the understanding that they 
should keep up both the grambheries and the jalnikashi as they had 
always proposed to do (though not bound by the actual terms of the 
settlement to keep up both) . 

11. On this the Government passed orders that they accepted the 
Board’s view that the Government must admit the liability to bear the 
cost of the grambheries and the drainage channels whenever these are 
really required. They required that it should be distinctly stated in the 
settlement proceedings what grambheries were really required, and only 
those should be maintained at Government cost. They assumed that the 
real cost, when thus strictly examined into, would not amount to 5 per 
cent, even on the old jumma, and certainly not to anything like 5 per cent, 
on the enhanced j umma ; and finally asked what the amount should be. 

12. It appears to me that in this the Government did not entirely 
and completely assent to the Board’s proposition that the old allowance 
should be continued. They wished a searching examination into the 
extent of annual repairs required, and a fixing of the amount for each 
work on the understanding that in this way the total amount would be 
found less than the old allowance of 5 per cent., or at least not greater 
than that allowance. 

13. The reply to the Board’s call for report on this is, as it 
appears to me, contained in Mr. Price’s statement B. He therein 
shows the amount which, in his opinion, is required for the works in 
each pergunnah. It amounts to a great deal more than Government 
supposed likely. It amounts to one-third more than the old allowance, 
the continuance of which was asked for by the Board. The old allowance, 

as computed (for it is evidently a computation 
* (Unless there be some merely) by Mr. Price, and including two per- 
margin of paragraph 3). gunnahs which really received no grambhery 
allowance at all* under the old settlement, vis , 
Sarifabad and Naruamuta, amounts to Rs. 14,056, and the amount 
proposed as necessary (including Rs. 90 for Keoramal Nyabad) comes 
to no less than Rs. 21,541. 

14. It therefore becomes a question whether the Board will not 
prefer to address Government again on the subject, and ask for the 
continuance of the old allowance which it does not appear was ever 
complained of as being too low. 

15. If this view of the subject be correct, statement C, which 
shows a still larger amount, vis., Rs. 22,265, calculated at 5 per cent. 

18 
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on the new gross assets, is altogether superfluous. Under the Board’s 
report the amount recommended is 5 per cent, on the old gross assets 


of six pergunnahs of Majnamuta — 

Rs. 

Majnamuta ... ... ... ... 2,854 

Doro Du m nan ... ... ... ... 2,734 

Balijora ... ... ... ... 341) 

Datta Khoroi ... ... ... ... 230 

Amirabad ... ... ... ... 90 

Kismut Pataspore ... ... ... ... 357 


Total ... 0,014 


and say Es. 6,898 in Jellamuta; total Es. 13,512. 

Under Government orders this amount, or such less sum as might 
on enquiry he found sufficient, was sanctioned. But the Settlement 
Officer has proposed a rate per centum on the new gross assets, which 
is not only beyond the actual requirements, but is distinctly mentioned 
only to be rejected in the Government orders. 

16. There appear to be two courses open — either to accept 
Mr. Price’s estimates of the actual requirements of the works and to 
sanction the sums shown in statement B for each pergunnah, or to 
make the old allowance (so far as it can be ascertained) not in the 
form of a percentage but in the form of a fixed sum for each pergunnah 
in addition to the malikana and collection charges. 

17. There is of course a third course, viz. 9 to order a re-investiga- 
tion of the expenditure necessary on grambheries and interior drainage 
channels, but I cannot recommend this as it is just as likely to result 
in a larger as in a smaller estimate. 

18. Nor would I recommend a fourth course, viz., to cut down 
each of Mr. Price’s pergunnah estimates by one-third, and so bring 
the total amount down to the level of the old allowance. Some 
argument might doubtless be found for this, inasmuch as it would 
apportion the amount more fairly in accordance with existing require- 
ments. 

19. But on the whole I would recommend that the old allow- 
ance should be carefully ascertained from the papers of the settlement 
of 1845 (and not merely, as has been done, by taking one-eighth of 
the total allowance to zemindars which seems to lead to discrepancies) 
and continued with the safeguards proposed. This course appears 
to me the least likely to lead to complaint or give ground for neglect. - 


No. 100, dated Midnapore, the 8th August 1878. 

From— J- C. Price, Esq., Officiating Settlement Officer of Midnapore, 

To — The Commissioner of Revenue, Burdwan Division. 

With reference to your memorandum No. 390, dated 29th July 
1878, forwarding copy of the Board’s letter No. 484A, dated 19th idem, 
to your address, on the subject of the annual cost to be incurred by 
Government in the repairs and maintenance of the grambheries and 
interior drainage channels in the Majnamuta and Jellamuta estates in 
Hidgellce, I have the honour to submit two statements — A and B. 
In statement A I have shown the amounts allowed according to tho 
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terms of the last settlement for the repairs and maintenance of gram- 
bheries only, in eight of the 11 pergunnahs of the Majnamuta estate, and 
in nine of the 1 0 pergunnahs of the J ellamuta estate. In the proposed 
re-settlement reports and ruidads of the several pergunnahs of the two 
estates, the subordinate Settlement Officers, according to instructions 
issued by me during the progress of the re-settlement proceedings, have 
given a particular account of the various grambheries and drainage 
channels, the maintaining which in proper condition was ascertained 
to be essentially necessary for the proper and seasonable cultivation 
of the lands. Estimates were also made of the annual expenditure 
likely to be incurred for the purpose, the quantity of earthwork that 
would have to be done being shown. Statement B is an abstract of 
the subordinate Settlement Officers’ proposals on this subject, which 
were reported by me for confirmation in my several pergunnahwaree 
reports. 

. 2. The proposed total expenditure for repairs and maintenance of 

grambheries and interior drainage channels in the Majnamuta estate 
amounts to Rs. 12,159, and in the J ellamuta estate to Rs. 9,292. 

3. In statement C are given details to admit of a comparison 
being madG between the jummas and the percentage thereof granted as 
grambhery allowance at the last settlement with the jummas now 
proposed and a similar percentage thereof for a similar object. The 
figures arrived at by a calculation of 5 per cent, on the proposed 
jummas differ somewhat from the figures given in paragraph 2 ; if the 
former are below the latter in the case of Majnamuta, they exceed 
tfrem iu the case of Jellamuta. 

4. Both sets of figures represent an expenditure which will, in all 
probability, be accounted excessive by Government ; but, as the subor- 
dinate settling officers were intimately acquainted with the requirements 
of the several pergunnahs entrusted to them for settlement, and made 
careful local enquiries to ascertain what was the exact amount of the 
work that would have to be annually gone through, I cannot venture 
to propose a less expenditure than they reported to be necessary. 


A. 

Former allowance on account of the repairs and maintenance of ’ gram - 
bheries in the undermentioned pergunnahs of the Majnamuta and 
Jellamuta Estates • 


No. 

Names of pergunnabs. 


Amount. 





Rs. 

A. 

p. 

1 . 

Majnamuta 



... 2,855 

0 

0 

2. 

Doro Dumnan 



... 2,735 

0 

0 

3. 

Sarifabad 



127 

0 

0 

4. 

Bali j ora 



319 

0 

0 

5. 

Datta Khoroi 



230 

0 

0 

6. 

Amirabad 



SO 

0 

0 

7- 

Kismut Pataspore 



357 

0 

0 

8. 

Naruamuta 



417 

0 

0 




Total 

... 7.161 

0 

0 
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Names of pergunnah s. 


1. Jellamuta 

2. Taraf Krinch 

3. ,, Bisuan 

4. Bainda Bazar 

5. Pah ar pore 

6. Keoramal Nyabad 

7. Bhograi 

8. Khalsa Bhograi 

9. Kalindi Balshahi 


Amount. 
Ks. A. P. 

1,901 0 0 
2,216 0 0 
1,279 0 0 
64 0 0 
323 0 0 
61 0 O 

464 0 0 
136 0 0 
452 0 0 

6,896 0 0 


Statement showing the allowances proposed to be given in this resettlement 
for the repairs and maintenance of grambheries and drainage channels. 


Names of pbr- 
gunnahs. 


Majmimuta 
Doro Dumnan 


3 Sarifabad 

4 Kismut Shipore 

5 Majna Nyabad 

6 Balijora 

7 Datta Khoroi 

8 Amirabad 

9 Kismut Patas]; 
10 Naruamuta 


11 Kusba Hidgellee 
Total 

1 Jellamuta ... 

2 Taraf Erinch 

3 „ Bisuan 

4 Bainda bazar 

5 Paharpore ... 


7 Bhograi 

8 Khalsa Bhograi 

9 Kalindi Balshahi .. 

10 Gaoiuesh 


Rate per 

Gramijiieey. | Drainage 

CHANNEL. 

Total 

1 ,ooo cubic 
feet of earth. 

Lemrth in 
feet. 

penditure. | ‘ j 

Estimated 
annual ex- 
penditure. 

(columns 
5 and 7). 

3 

4 | 

5 0 J 

7 

s 

; RS' A. F. 


Rs. ! 

Rs. 

Rs. 

! 1 

0 0 

13,33.261 

4,000 1 1.22,664 

1,227 

5,227 

Rs. 20 per mile 

5,28,900 

1,999 i 2,65,000 

501 

2,500 

1 in length were 





| estimated by 





, Mr. Mcndies. 





i l 

0 0 

65,272 

196 4,688 

47 


| l 

0 0 

19,436 

38 iNo drainage 

channels 

58 




required. 


i l 

0 0 

28,451 

85 I Ditto 

ditto 

83 

l 

0 0 

6.65,545 

661 28,014 

50 

714 

l 

0 0 

1,20,580 

542 9,6’)0 

15 

557 

l 

0 0 

42,916 

193 19,838 

25 

218 

l 

0 0 

1,98,657 

893 26,940 

98 

991 

Rs. 10 per mile 

3,56,400 

675 5,09,225 

891 

1,566 

in length were 





estimated by 





Mr. Mendies. 







Neither grambheries nor drainage 

channels required. 



33,59,451 

9,305 9,85,989 

2,854 

12,159 

1 

2 0 

10,13,641 

3,040 1,07,960 

400* 

3,440 

1 

0 0 

2,39,702 

976 1.69,931 

80 

1,056 

1 

0 0 

4,17,670 

1.758 i 39,930 

399 

2,157 

1 

0 0 

1,78,684 

51 No drainage channels 

51 




required. 


1 

0 0 

2,27,581 

1,046 Drainage channels of 

1,046 




pergunnah 

Datta 





Khoroi serve the pur- 





poses of this pergun- 





i nab. 



1 

0 

0 0 

8 0 

2,69^711 

874 No drainage channels 

874 




required. 



0 

8 0 

47,762 

118 Ditto 

ditto 

118 

ft 

r n 

2.94.635 

535 23,560 1 

15 

550 

None. 

Neither grambheries nor drainage channels required. 

1 .... 


26,89,476 

8,398 | 3,41,381 | 

894 

9,292_ 


entrusted with the re-settlement proposed an initial expenditure of Rs. 8,000 for the comp.ete repair or 
all drainage channels. This sura, spread over 20 years, gives an average of Rs 400 e ^ery year. At 
same time 1 am of opinion that the drainage of the whole pergunnah Jellamuta should be at once 
taken in hand and improved, and an immediate expenditure of Rs. 400 only would certainly be utterly 

insufficient^e^nacuiar raid ad of this pergunnah is not in this office. It was submittedto^theCom- 
missioner and has not been returned since. The required information eannottherefore submitted, 
bat it is not likely that more than Rs. 90-13-7. calculated at a percentage of Rs. 5 on the proposed mal 
jumnaa, will be required. 



Statement shouing //JV former and proposed jummas and percent (ufe thereof in the several pergunnahs of theJfajhamuta and 

Jellamuta Estate*. f 


and Brainaat Channel 


14L 




* Malikana and collection expenses were calculated at Rs. 35 per cent. 
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No. 15 A, dated Calcutta, the 7th January 1879. 

From — H. L. Harrison, Esq., Secretary to the Board of Revenue, L. P., 
To — The Commissioner of the Burdwan Division. 

With reference to your predecessor’s letter No. 814, dated 11th 
December 1878, and enclosures, regarding the amouuts to be allowed 
to the zemindars in the temporarily-settled estates of Majnamuta and 
Jellamuta in Midnapore for the maintenance of grambheries and 
drainage channels, I am desired to request that you will have 
amount of the old allowance carefully ascertained from the papers of tlie 
settlement of 1845, as proposed in paragraph 18 of Mr. Pellew’s letter 
above referred to, and let the Board know the result of the enquiry. 


No. 1061, dated Howrah, the 18th February 1879. 

From — T. E. Ravenshaw, Esq., Commissioner of the Burdwan Division, 
To — The Secretary to the Board of Revenue, Lower Provinces. 


In reply to your No. 15 A, dated 7th January 1879, I have the 
honour to submit the following information received from the Midna- 
pore Collector’s office — 

“ With reference to the Board’s letter No. 15A of the 7th ultimo, 

received with your memoran- 
dum No. 832 of the 17th 
idem, and subsequent reminder, 
No. 857 of the 22nd, IL.o 
the honour to report !hat the 
amount actually allowed on 
account of grambheries in the 
old settlement of the Majna- 
muta and Jellamuta estates 
was 5 per cent, on the jumma 
of eight pergunnahs in the former and nine in the latter, amounting iu 
the one case to Rs. 7,158, and in the other to Hs. 6,889, as shown in the 
margin. In the remaining pergunnahs no allowance was made.” 


Majnamuta 
Doro Dumnan ... 
Naruamuta 
Kismut Pa ta® pore 
Bilijnra 

Datta Khoroi ... 

Sarifabad 

Amirabad 

Total 


Rs. 

2,854 

2,734 

417 

357 

34 ) 

230 

127 

90 

7,158 


Jellamuta 
Taraf Krinch 
,, Pitman 
Bainda Bazar 
Paharpore 
Nyabad 
Bho^rai 

Kbalsa Blioffrai... 
Kalmdi BaUbahi 

Total 


Rs. 
1,901 
2,215 
1,278 
63 
323 
61 
462 
1 io 
451 

6,889 


Note by Mr. J. C. Price in accordance with Mr Dampier's written 
instructions , dated 26th December 1878. 

There were employed in the settlement proceedings of the Majna- 
muta and Jellamuta estates five Deputy and Sub-Deputy Collectors. 
These officers resided for several years during the entire 12 months 
in the pergunnahs entrusted to them for settlement. They made care- 
ful enquiries from the very outset, and finally decided that such and 
such grambheries were required to be kept up. No person could have 
had better opportunities for judging of the necessity of keeping up a 
particular grambhery than the Settlement Officers. I am not prepared 
to say that the Settlement Officers have included in the list of 
grambheries which they have given as requiring repairs 
a single grambhery which can be said to be useless. If every field 
were embanked it would be so much the better for cultivation. I have 
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little doubt the ryots pointed out many grambheries as requiring 
repair which the Settlement Officers rejected. They selected only the 
principal grambheries, namely such as, if they were not absolutely 
needed, were at any rate most useful for cultivation . It is said that no 
data have been given by me to show the principle in which I have 
estimated the cost that will be required. But in the several pergunnah 
reports a list of the grambheries that are required to be kept up in each 
^H^gunnah is given with particulars, and the estimate of cost is based on 
the requirement of the grambheries in this list. I do not think the 
estimate made by the several Settlement Deputy and Sub-Deputy 
Collectors can well be reduced. I think any sort of further enquiry 
will result, if grambhery requirements are adequately met, not in a 
reduction but in an increase. The subordinate Settlement Officers made 
most careful enquiries. A further enquiry now would not bring to 
light any matter that was not known and well considered by them. 

The 3rd January 1879. J. C. Price. 


No. 52T, dated Darjeeling, tlie 3rd May 1879. 

From — A. Mackenzie, Esq., Secretary to the Government of Bengal, 
General and Be venue Departments, 

To— The Secretary to the Board of Ecvenue, in the Land Bevenue 
Department. 

l AM^irected t° acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 221A, 
dated the 3rd April 1879, with enclosures, and in reply to say that the 
Lieutenant-Governor accepts the proposals made by the Settlement 
Officer, Mr. Price, in regard to the annual allowance to be made for the 
repair and maintenance of grambheries and drainage channels in the 
Majnamuta and Jellamuta estates in the Midnapore district. As 
recommended by the Board in the concluding paragraph of your letter 
under acknowledgment, the allowance may be fixed at Rs. 12,159 for 
Majnamuta and Rs. 9,383 for Jellamuta, or Rs. 21,542 in all, as 
shown in the statement B submitted with Mr. Price’s letter No. 100 
of 8th August 1878. The money will be disbursed in the manner 
indicated in paragraph 2 of my letter No. 782T, dated 6th July last. 

2. *Due publicity should be given locally to the fact that this 
liberal allowance for grambheries has been made It may tend to 
mitigate opposition to the enhanced rates of rent imposed by the 
^Settlement. 


No. 4651 A, dated 14th May 1881. 

Endorsed by — Major G. F. E. S. Neill, m.s.c., Assistant Secretary to 
tlie Government of Bengal, Public Works Department. 

Cory forwarded to the Secretary to the Board of Revenue, Lower 
Provinces, for information. 
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No. 464IA, dated Fort William, 14th May 1881. 

From — Majob G. F. K. S. Neill, m.s.c., for Secretary to the Government 
of Bengal, in the Public Works Department, Irrigation 
Branch, 

To — The Examiner of P. W. Accounts, Bengal. 

I am directed to forward, for information, copy of letter No. 129T 
of the 6th instant, from the General and Revenue Departments, to 
the address of the Secretary to the Board of Revenue, communicating 
the Lieutenant-Governor’s sanction to the expenditure of Its. 12, i o9 
and Rs. 9,383, respectively, for the repairs and maintenance of gram- 
bheries and drainage channels in the Majnamuta and Jellamuta 
estates in the Midnapore district during 1881-82, and to say that the 
amounts, aggregating Ks. 21,542, should be charged against the 
budget allotment of Ks. 2,31,400 for “ repairs” in the south-western 
circle, as per paragraph 15 of the budget orders No. 212JA of the 
14th April last. 


No. 3G6A, dated Calcutta, the 27tli May 1881. 

Endorsed by— H. J. S. Cotton, Esq., Offg. Secretary to the Board of 
Revenue, Lower Provinces. 

Copy forwarded to the Commissioner of Burdwan for information, 
in continuation of Board’s No. 308A, dated 12th May 1881. 


No. 150A, dated Calcutta, the 16th March 1NS2. ^ 

From — H. J. S. Cotton, Esq., Secretary to the Board of Rev*’' kl 1 "Lower 
Provinces, 

To — The Secretary to the Government of Bengal, Public Works Depart- 
ment, Irrigation Branch. 


With reference to Government order No. 465IA, dated 14th 
May 1881, 1 am directed to submit, for the orders of Government, the 
accompanying copy of a letter from the Commissioner of Burdwan, 
No. 903, dated 9th March 1882, and of its enclosure, requesting sanction 
from the 1st July 1$82 to the transfer of the expenditure incurred 
annually in the repairs and maintenance of grambheries and drainage 
channels in the Majnamuta and Jellamuta estates in the Midnapore 
district from the hands of the khas tehsil Deputy Collector to that of 
the Public W 7 orks Department, and to say that the Board approve of 
the proposal. 


No. 903, dated Chinsurah, the 9th March 1882. 

From — John Beames, Esq., Commissioner of the Burdwan Division, 

To — The Secretary to the Board of Revenue, L.P. 

With reference to your No. 366A, dated 27th May 1881, convey* 
ing Government sanction to expenditure for repairing grambheries 
in Majnamuta and Jellamuta, I have the honour to state that oa 
my recent visit to Midnapore the question of the way in which 
these repairs were executed came up for discussion. Both the 
Collector and Executive Engineer represented that the present method 
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_of carrying out the repairs by non-professional agency was open to 
sefrious objection, and that the work was .not only badly done, but 
there was no means of making sure that the money was in all oases 
actually spent. 

2. The Executive Engineer gave me much useful information on 
the subject, and expressed a wish to have the work put under the 
charge of his department. As the Public Works Department has the 

spharge of all the D schedule and contract embankments, and from time 
to time of tuccavee embankments also, it would be in every way desir- 
able that the repairs of the grambheries, which form a system of minor 
embankments subsidiary to, and affected by, the larger ones, should be in 
the hands of the department also. 

3. This arrangement will be the first step towards that more 
systematic and comprehensive treatment of the embankment and 
drainage question in the deltaic portion of Midnapore, which I hope 
will in the course of time be carried out, and without which the tract 
of country in question will never be free from disastrous floods. 

4. I submit copy of a letter, No. 729K, dated 3rd March, written 
at my request by the Collector, and solicit the sanction of Govern- 
ment and the Board to the transfer recommended therein. 


No. 729K, dated Midnapore, the 3rd March 1882. 

From — R. H. Wilson, Esq., Collector of Midnapore, 

To — The Commissioner of Revenue, Burdwan Division. 


Y oiPare aware that a sum of Rs. 21,542* is annually at the dis- 
r s , posal of the officer in charge of the Majna- 
•MHjnamuta ... 12,169 muta and Jellamuta estates, so long as they 

jeiiamuta ... re main under khas management, for the purpose 

Total Rs. ...21,542 of repairing and improving village embankments 
and drainage channels. Hitherto the expenditure 
of this money has been entrusted to the khas tehsil Deputy Collector, 
who has for this purpose the assistance of two sub-overseers on Rs. 65 
and Rs. 50 respectively. Under Government order No. 5011, dated 15th 
July 1881, the funds are provided by the Public Works Department, 
but estimates and bills have to be examined and passed, and works 
measured up and approved by the Collector of the district and his 
non-prciessional subordinates. In other words, there is no real check 
on Vne sub-overseers’ proceedings, and the Collector can have little 
knowledge of what is really being done or of what should be done. 

' 2. These arrangements are, I think, very unsatisfactory, and must 

almost necessarily cause great confusion and waste if they do not give 
occasion for actual misappropriation of public money ; and I there- 
fore beg to propose that from July 1st, 1882, the expenditure 
of the grambhery allowance be entrusted to the local officers of 
the Public Works Department. Both the khas tehsil Deputy Collector 
.and the Executive Engineer of the Cossye Division concur with me 
in thinking this change desirable. The khas tehsil Deputy Collector and 
myself will of course give the officers of the Public Works Department 
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from time to time all the information and assistance which it may be 
in our power to afford, and the work will be carried out systematically 
and under proper supervision. 

3. As it is now less than a month for the close of the year, I trust 
that early orders will be passed on this proposal. 


No. 8111, dated Calcutta, the 20th April 1882. 

From — H. C. Levinge, Esq., Secretary to Government of Bengal, Publi^ ?: 

Works Department, Irrigation Branch, 

To — The Secretary to the Board of Revenue, Lower Provinces. 

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 150 A 
of the 16th ultimo, with enclosures, regarding the grambheries and 
drainage channels of the Majnamuta and Jellamuta estates in the 
Midnapore district, and in reply to state that, as recommended by the 
Board, the officers of this department will assume charge of these 
works from the 1st of July next 

No. 204A, dated 25th April 1882. 

Endorsed by — C. C. Stevens, Esq., Offg. Secretary to the Board of 
Revenue, L. P. 

Copy forwarded to the Commissioner of Burdwan for informa- 
tion, with reference to his letter No. 903, dated 9th March 1882. 

2. It is presumed that the services of the two overseers emplo /ed 
under the khas tehsil Deputy Collector will be dispensed with. 


J. E. S.— Reg. No. 10632J— 50— 1-9-82. 






